The folly of compromise 


As this issue of Spearhead goes to 
press, we learn of the tragic betrayal of 
white Rhodesia by Mr. Ian Smith. The 
fact that Smith and his government have 


accepted the Kissinger proposals for a 
transfer to black majority rule in two years 
represents a sad lesson for those in 
Rhodesia, or indeed anywhere in the world, 
who believe that compromise or even the 
hint of it is a means of achieving one’s 
political ends. The very opposite is inevitably 
the case. 

~ It has been one of the tragedies of the 
Rhodesian situation that lan Smith, unlike 
some of his colleagues in the Rhodesian 
Front, has always been willing to make some 
concession, however slight, to ‘‘majority 
rule’. From the first he has hinted at this 
prospect in some distant future in order to 
curry favour with British liberaldom in 
pursuit of a ‘settlement’. He has been willing 
to ‘negotiate’ with black leaders who repre- 


Editor: Richard Verrall B.A. 


advertised. 


S PEARHE AD 


No.98 OCTOBER 1976 
Office: 91 Connaught Road, Teddington, Middlesex (Tel: 01-977 2452) 
Publisher: John Tyndall 
Contributing Editor: Martin Webster 
Spearhead exists to reflect a cross-section of contemporary British nationalist opinion. It is 
privately published by its founder and is independent of all political parties and groups. 

Unless specifically stated to the contrary, the views expressed in signed articles or letters are 
the sole responsibility of their authors and do not necessarily represent the views of the Editor or 
the policies of any political organisation Spear/iead may support editorially. ; 

The appearance of an advertisement in Spearhead is not necessarily indicative that the Editor 
has any knowledge of, interest in or support for the product, service, organisation or function 


Spearhead welcomes enquiries from potential advertisers, to whom rates will be sent on 


sent nothing and nobody, and has been 
prepared to release black terrorists from 
custody for the purpose. These are the fatal 
signs of a willingness to compromise, and 
once that slippery slope has been embarked 
on there is rarely a turning back. Enemies 
smell a whiff of ultimate victory in the wind; 
by the revelation, however imperceptible, of 
the opponent’s weakness, they are corres- 
pondingly strengthened. 

Total rejection for all time of “majority 
tule’ should have been Mr Smith’s stated 
and unequivocal policy, a policy that would 
have sounded the death of any hope by black 
terrorists, Communists and the forces of 
international finance represented by Dr 
Kissinger that Rhodesia could be manoeuvred 
or pressured into a policy of sell-out. 

The willingness of Mr Smith to com- 
promise has now led to this profoundly 
tragic result, in which the Rhodesian govern- 
ment has accepted terms of surrender put to 
it by Henry Kissinger, the incarnate evil of 
the international Money Power whose ‘settle- 
ments’ all over the globe have done nothing 
but advance the power of Communism and 
seal the fate of the white man. 


Behind the Ulster strife 


We were not in the least surprised to 
read of the facts contained in a recent report, 
The Strategic Implications for the West of 
the International Links of the IRA in Ireland 
by a Tory MP, for both this journal and the 
National Front stated their belief right from 
the start of the Ulster troubles that events 
in the province were the result of inter- 
national communist subversion. At that 
time, Tories laughed at the idea and instead 
fell over themselves to appease such obvious 
communist fronts as the Civil Rights Move- 
ment. 
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IAN SMITH 
Tragic betrayal 


The report presents evidence showing 
that Cuban and Czech agents have been 
deeply involved in stirring up the violence in 
Ulster, and that the KGB, “‘now installed in 
the recently established Soviet Embassy in 
Dublin”, has been manipulating both wings 
of the IRA. The KGB has employed agents 
of the Cuban Direccion General de Intelli- 
gencia to assist the Provisional IRA, while 
the Czechoslovak Secret Service has played 
its part in despatching arms. The reports 
shows clearly that the IRA agreed to support 
the Civil Rights Movement right from the 
start at a secret meeting in Londonderry, 
and that Communist Party and Trotskyite 
influence was predominant. 

As early as 1968 and 1969, Spearhead 
pointed out that the supposed ‘religious’ 
conflict between Catholic and Protestant 
was nothing but the struggle of Repub- 
licanism against Loyalism, and that this 
struggle was being promoted by the forces of 
communism in order to seize a province of 
Great Britain as a Cuban-style strategic base 
of operations. 

Our solution advocated then was pro- 
vably the right one — the military annihilation 
of the IRA. 


Mao’s world record 


Reading the nauseating tributes of 
British newspapers and of world leaders after 
the death of Mao Tse-Tung, one might never 
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have known that this was a man whose career 
encompassed the murder of countless millions 
of his own people and the reduction of his 
fellow-countrymen to an imprisoned swarm 
of mindless human ants. 

“One of the greatest leaders in history”, 
chimed the Guardian. ‘“‘A beacon of world 
thinking”, raved President Giscard d’Estaing 
absurdly. Not to be outdone, the Common 
Market Commission came up with “one of 
the greatest figures in the history of 
mankind”. 

It apparently slipped the memory of 
these eulogists that the beacon of world 
thinking invaded the peaceful little coun- 
try of Tibet, destroyed its ancient culture 
and exterminated thousands of its inhabi- 
tants, not least among the methods used 
being the hurling of monks over cliffs. 

Between the years 1949 and 1956 mil- 
lions of ‘“counter-revolutionaries” (non- 
Communists) were executed and many more 
sent to labour camps. The purges of 1951-52 
saw thousands executed daily after mass trials 
all over China; the total murdered in those 
years is thought to be over 2 million. A US. 
Senate Committee has estimated the total 
number of victims of Chinese Communism 
at around 60 million. The Guinness Book of 
Records lists this as a world record, consid- 
erably ahead of Stalin and leaving Hitler a 
very poor third. 

Among all the inflated epithets bandied 
about in praise of this bloodthirsty tyrant, 
with ‘world’ this and ‘world’ that, should 
simply have been: “The greatest murderer in 
world history”’. 


All fascists now 


It should not surprise anyone that, if 
Chairman Mao is to be hailed by Western 
leaders as a profound thinker and a great 
poet, Alexander Solzhenitsyn should be 
denounced by the same people as a “fascist”. 

This remark was made to a private 
gathering of students at the State Depart- 
ment by a certain Winston Lord, a senior 
aide of the obnoxious little alien and pro- 
communist, Henry Kissinger. Lord, the 
State Department’s policy planning director, 
is reported to have said of Solzhenitsyn: 
“‘Let’s face it, he’s just about a Fascist”. 

Some months previously, of course, 
President Ford deliberately snubbed Solz- 
henitsyn by refusing to see the Russian 
author in Washington, and by preventing an 
attempt to make him an honorary American 
citizen. Both acts were done on the advice 
of Henry Kissinger. When the Republican 
Party platform was to include praise of 
Solzhenitsyn as “a great beacon of human 
courage and morality”, Kissinger reportedly 
threatened to resign. 

No clearer evidence could be adduced 
for the blatant pro-communist leanings of 
Henry Kissinger and his circle. The very 
word “fascist”, to describe Solzhenitsyn, 
has the familiar ring of Marxist expostulation. 

It is interesting to note how some of 
the best people seem to be ‘“‘fascists’’ these 


days. Powell is a fascist. Anti-red trades 
unionists are fascists. Even some sensible 
remarks of Sir Keith Joseph, who is Jewish, 
branded him a fascist. The Rhodesians and 
South Africans are fascists — and of course, 
the National Front is “fascist”. What an 
amusing irony it would be if, after a few 
more had been added to the list, people 
started thinking: ““There must be something 
in this fascism business!” 


Another shoddy, foreign 
import 

An absurd controversy surrounded the 
impending arrival in Britain of Mr Jens 
Thorsen, a Danish degenerate described as a 
film producer, in order to make a film of the 
sex-life of Jesus Christ. Little wonder that 
after having been thrown out of Denmark, 
France, Sweden and Italy, Thorsen should 
light on Britain, where every foreign drop- 
out and subversive can always find sanctuary 
in the name of liberalism. 

Large numbers of Christians under- 
standably deemed his film project offensive 
in the extreme as well as blasphemous, and 
called for a ban on his entry. The bureau- 
cratic problem seemed to be, however, that 
no grounds existed for keeping him out since 
he did not present a threat to security, public 
health (debatable) or public order. 

What a farce. The creature is universally 
held to be an undesirable alien, and so he 
should be thrown out. Simple. 


DANISH DEGENERATE 
Thorsen in skirt and handbag. 


Nota race riot again 


Recent fantastic comments by Mrs 
Shirley Williams on the problems of coloured 
immigration are referred to elsewhere in this 
issue. What is worth commenting on here is 
her claim about Notting Hill that, once again, 
“this was not a race riot’’. According to Mrs 
Williams, it was more a “rebellion against 
authority represented by the police”. 

Mmmm, yes. Of course, the fact that 
this ‘rebellion against authority” occurred 
among blacks at the Notting Hill carnival 
and not, for example, among whites at the 
Lord Mayor’s Show was entirely irrelevant. 
It was just a non-racial rebellion against 
authority. That the rioters were blacks and 
the police were whites in a white society did 
not make it a race riot. Perhaps it wasn’t 
even a riot. Maybe it was a dream and never 
happened at all. 

Certainly a lot of multi-racialists must 
be wishing it had not. 


The meaning of Katyn 


Last month, at Gunnersbury cemetery 
in London, a memorial was finally unveiled 
to the 14,000 Polish officers massacred by 
the Russians and buried in mass graves at 
Katyn Forest, a crime for which they have 
ever since tried to blame the Germans. 

The erection of this memorial has for 
years been hampered by an official Govern- 
ment policy of obstruction. All sorts of diffi- 
culties were placed in the way of the mem- 
orial committee, and even the Church of 
England lent a hand by refusing one of its 
burial grounds if the monument bore the 
legend “1940” i.e. made it clear that the 
Russians were responsible. The Government 
banned any official delegation from attending 
the ceremony, since according to the Foreign 
Office, the question of responsibility for the 
massacre was still ‘controversial’ — which is 
a deliberate lie. 

The significance of all this is that we 
see exposed a blatant conspiracy of Govern- 
ment lying and sabotage, in order to appease 
the Soviet Union. If there is one case, there 
must certainly be others. One day such a 
tangled web of official Government lies on 
immigration and other major issues will be 
exposed that the Katyn cover-up will look 
like an honest mistake. 


All patriots should read 
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Lessons in Barbarism 


(REVISED SYLLABUS FOR 14-YEAR-OLDS) 


THIS nauseating spectacle should out- 
rage every decent British citizen. It is 
not a scene from tribal Africa. It is a 
scene from a British comprehensive 
school — Stewards Comprehensive 
School in Harlow, Essex — and the 
stamping and gyrating dancers are 14 
year old third-form white children at 
the school. The person on the far 
right, banging a drum, is their ‘teacher’, 
an African from Ghana, who is the 
school’s ‘“‘director of creative studies’’, 
if you please. 

According to a recent issue of 
the Observer magazine, this revolting 
farce started when the director of 
creative studies decided it was time to 
educate the white pupils in so-called 
African culture. The suggestion at first 
brought a healthy derision from the 
pupils (Tarzan-like whooping noises), 
but the school set to work earnestly 
to transform these backward instincts 
into good, progressive multi-racialism. 

Young people, of course, are 
easily malleable, and so_ sustained 
tutorship in ‘‘African culture’? soon 
made them enthusiastic students. 
According to their Ghanaian teacher, 
Mr Felix Cobbson, the white children 
now have an understanding of tribal 
life in Africa, and are as good at tribal 
dancing as real savages. “‘In fact’’, he 
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says, “they now love our African 
culture’. The purpose of the whole 
course was to “‘set the record straight’, 
since the pupils’ derisive Tarzan noises 
suggested that they did not fully 
appreciate the full depth and richness 
of African civilisation. 

This is British education, 1976. 
African teachers (‘“‘directors of creative 
studies’? no less) inculcating into 


impressionable white 14 year olds that 
jungle savagery is “‘culture’’ by teaching 


them tribal dancing. All part of our: 
new multi-cultural society. 

We think that this nauseating 
brain-washing should be stopped. We 
think that ‘‘creative studies’? should 
involve the study of the achievements 
of our common Western civilisation 
and of the unique British contribution 
to it. 

We think that Mr Cobbson, and 
his jungle drums, should be sent 
packing. 


THE REAL THING 
African savage 
performs primitive 
fertility rite. 


PHILIP BAKE 


IN THE last few years the role of Parliamen- 
tary democracy has come under increasing 
scrutiny and criticism. This is partly the 
result of Britain’s submerging her identity in 
Europe, with the consequent limitation of 
the powers of national government, as well 
as the demands for devolution by the Scots 
and Welsh “‘nationalists”’. 

Theoretically, Parliament is the supreme 
arbiter of the will of the people, expressed 
through their elected government and the 
political parties with seats in the House of 
Commons, and the electors can express their 
preference at least once every five years. 

In practice, however, the system belies 
its appearance as the essence of freedom and 
democracy. Democracy is a Greek word 
meaning literally ‘“‘people’s rule” and in the 
original Greek model the people actually 
played a direct and important part, not only 
in electing their representatives, but also in 
determining actions taken in their name. 

Our parliamentary system is not demo- 
cracy. Democracy today extends no further 
than the ballot box. After it the “‘parliamen- 
tary system” takes over, the Whips come out, 
lobbyists put on the pressure, true represen- 
tation is lost and democracy destroyed! 

The main weakness of the parliamen- 
tary system today is that all the main national 
political parties stand bound by the great 
vested interests from whom they draw their 
strength and, more important, their financial 
backing. In the case of the Tories and Liberals 
it is the industrialists and bankers and in that 
of the so-called “Labour” party the Trade 
Union “‘movement”’. 

The cardinal principle of the main 
parties and their backers is first and foremost 
the preservation of the existing power struc- 
ture. To that end all great national issues, 
even those on which national survival 
depends, must defer. Sometimes this principle 
is in accord with the parties election pledges 
and the will of the people. More often it is 
not. Witness the attitudes of the political 
Establishment on immigration, capital 
punishment, the Common Market, Ulster 


PARLIAMENT 
OR PEOPLE 


and foreign aid, all of which run contrary to 
the will of the people and the interests of 
Britain, as one opinion poll after another has 
proved. 

As a result the gap between Parliament 
and People grows wider, the party system 
falls into disrepute and an increasing number 
of voters opt out of the political system in 
disgust and dismay at the inability of their 
ballots to influence events. 

Another serious weakness in the pre- 
sent system is that it produces a type of man 
to whom action and decision are impossible, 
even if he had the power. MPs are primarily 
talkers and not doers. Even if they enter the 
Commons with a will to achievement this is 
rapidly drained away by the authority of the 
Whips, the corroding and deadening atmos- 
phere of the House with its mechanical and 
time-wasting ritual and the consequent 
attractions of the bar and common room. In 
such an atmosphere MPs quickly lose all 
sense of duty towards their constituents so 
that in practice the “‘will of the people” is a 
joke, the very negation of democracy. 

Although MPs are theoretically elected 
to carry out the wishes of the people, it is a 
fact that today more and more are entering 
the House as the personal representatives of 
a Trade Union or some national or multi- 
national conglomerate. This is a direct result 
of the alignment of the parties with the 
great vested interests. 

“Sponsoring” is a case in point — a 
system whereby a particular Trade Union 
pays large sums to the MPs local party in 
return for his vote according to union direc- 
tion when required, even if this is against the 
national interest and his own party’s policy. 
There is also the practice of “retaining” an 
MP as an “‘adviser’’ of some sort as payment 
for his work in Parliament on behalf of the 
“sponsor”. Directorships are also frequently 
handed out to suitably qualified persons — 
qualified that is in the sense that they can 
advance the interests of their benefactors. 

So, rather than maintaining its proper 
role as the forum of the people, Parliament 


has become the symbol of the dead hand of 
the Establishment. But though the old party 
system has fallen into disrepute and public 
contempt and is finished as a useful system, 
Parliament itself is not. The old parties and 
politicians therefore offer no redress, since 
they are themselves contaminated with the 
evils of the system they support. Britain 
must look to new men and new ideas to 
raise her up again, to make her strong and 
feared, to restore to her people the dignity, 
security and prosperity that are their birth- 
right and to recover the virtues of discipline, 
industry, self reliance and self respect. 


NEW STRATEGY 


All nations undergo change. That in- 
cludes Britain. God did not grant exemption 
from his eternal laws to our present form of 
democracy. What we need now is a new 
strategy to fit a new national and world 
situation. But while the Establishment only 
talk about parliamentary reform, the National 
Front will act. That is the difference between 
us. 

We must not rigidly perpetuate a 
formal electoral democracy in which a slip 
is dropped into a box every few years 
and then everything is left to the politicians. 
That is actually the opposite of democracy. 
A century ago, when ordinary people were 
not so well informed, the system achieved 
its end. Today Britons are capable of making 
their own decisions on great national issues. 
While Parliament is useful to assist govern- 
ment with constructive criticism on day to 
day matters concerned with running the 
country, the people are entitled to a direct 
voice in major questions like the multi-racial 
society or capital punishment. Consequently 
National Front policy lays down that they 
will themselves continuously assist in the 
affairs of the commonwealth. 

Another forgotten principle which we 
intend to maintain is that the task of the 
government is to govern. Not to spend 
valuable endless hours in debate with their 
political opponents whose aim is not so 
much to improve the efficiency of govern- 
ment but to score points to impress the 
electorate and enhance their own images. 
As things stand at the moment the Prime 
Minister and other ministers must spend 
half their time, not in creative achievement 
and work, but in taking part in long winded 
and time wasting debates. 

The National Front stand for a revolu- 
tionary break-through in national political 
thinking. Politics is the art of getting things 
done. The present political system only does 
this job after a fashion and usually ends up 
with a compromise __ which pleases nobody 
and is usually a worse solution than doing 
nothing at all. 

In a new system the vital task of 
Parliament must be to vote the necessary 
powers to government to allow it to carry / 
out effectively the policies on which the 
people elected it, while retaining the power 
to dismiss that government should it fail. 
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STUART BALFOUR 


Nationhood: The key 
to our survival 


ANYONE who loves Britain and the British 
way of life must have been appalled at the 
mouthings of the communist/Marxist/Trot- 
skyist speakers who polluted the TUC 
Congress by their pro-alien outpourings. 
After listening to their oblique but venomous 
attack on the average British patriot, it was 
evident that they no longer regarded Britain 
as the homeland of a nation. For the major 
part of a Congress session speaker after 
speaker mounted the rostrum to attack 
“racialism” in extraordinary outbursts of 
emotional violence. 

But what did their “‘racialist’’ attack 
really amount te. It was a blatant attempt 
to persuade their listeners that patriotism 
was a foul thing; that love of country was 
shameful; that putting Britain and its indig- 
enous population before all was “racist’’; 
that giving first consideration to our own 
homeless, our own elderly, our own disabled, 
our own sick and, above all, our own unem- 
ployed was “‘fascist”’. 

In deliberately perverting the accepted 
meaning of those terms, these rostrum 
Quislings branded themselves. In the violent 
months to come events will show these Com- 
munist elements to be true enemies of the 
people and more particularly of the workers 
they claim to represent. Events will show, 
too, that these are the men who tried, and 
still try, to sell out the entire nation to their 
communist masters. 

Their unbridled support for immigrants 
and an extended immigration policy at the 
expense of the indigenous worker was an 
affront to the nation. It was claimed by 
implication that immigrants made no impact 
on unemployment, on housing, on hospital 
and general medical services, on social 
security costs and on crime. Nothing could 
be more contrary to the truth. 

The Notting Hill riots were the latest 
confirmation of the immigrants’ contribution 
to crime. Earlier statistics on mugging clearly 
indicated that over 80% of such offences 
were committed by immigrants. Nevertheless, 
accoiding to the TUC rostrum pundits, all 
such facts are to be disregarded. These men 
offer us one of two choices: to become 
instant ostriches or longer-term lemmings, 
either of which will encompass the destruc- 
tion of the nation. 

National anger in the midst of the 
current social, economic and externally 
inflicted problems shows that the British 
people are not prepared to become either 
ostriches or lemmings. 

It is clear now that they will fight; 
fight to the bitter end to preserve that one 
supreme value, their nationhood. The 
“common people” have a common set of 
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values. These values are deeply rooted in 
their whole being by history, by tradition, 
by colour, by nationality, by birthplace, 
by common struggle, by common suffering, 
and most of all by that binding heritage 
which they commonly share — their nation- 
hood. 

It has often been alleged that the 
National Front is “‘anti-semitic”. This is not 
and never was the case. We have a great 
respect for Jewry. For its strength and deter- 
mination in creating a rich and verdant land 
out of what was once barren wilderness. For 
its courage in refusing to give way to hijackers 
and other international bandits. For its 
resolve to preserve its nationhood in spite of 
all external pressures. By retaining the racial 
purity of its people it has preserved its own 
character, its own traditions, its own religion, 
its own culture and, admirably, its inherited 
strength and determination to defend all 
those material and spiritual assets which it 
regards as its inalienable rights. 


QUALITIES OR VICES? 


Paradoxically those very qualities 
which the world so much admires in Israel 
are at this moment being ridiculed and con- 
demned in Britain. Our present Government 
sees all these qualities as vices in its new 
multi-racial zeal. It spares no effort in its 
design to support those who would uphold 
them. The parliamentary Opposition party 
has averred that it will pursue all means to 
destroy those same values and those who 
uphold them by a persistent strategem of 
public ridicule. 

It is impossible not to realise that a 
dangerous malaise afflicts our rulers. The 
sickly hammer and sickle ideology to which 
they subscribe is clear evidence of this. 

Third world countries are encouraged 
to use Britain as a dumping ground for their 
unwanted millions. They pour in here, some 
“legally” but as many again illegally. What- 
ever term may be employed, “legal” or 
““illegal’’, there is no valid argument to justify 
their presence here. Those who come “legally” 
do so as a result of political chicanery. Their 
British passports are as spurious as counter- 
feit banknotes. Those who come illegally are 
equally unwanted but despite their illegality 
they are eventually accorded British citizen- 
ship. 

Comparatively few bring any useful 
skills with them. Our own Government offi- 
cials who are concerned with interviewing 
immigrants have stated that they are “mainly 
simple, illiterate people from the hill districts. 


They seldom have any skills and are almost 
wholly devoid of any knowledge of English.” 

Over 85% of those arriving in Britain 
become the immediate responsibility of the 
Department of Social Security! Yet the TUC 
Congress would have us believe that they are 
not a drain on our social and economic 
resources! 

Neither a British passport nor British 
citizenship can ever make these immigrants 
part of our nationhood. Firstly because 
nationhood is the heritage of the indigenous 
population. Secondly, because these immi- 
grants do not, in any event, wish to be part 
of this nation. They do not integrate. They 
bring their own culture (such as it is) with 
them. They bring their own religion. They 
bring their own customs. They bring their 
own national and religious dress. They set 
up their own communities, their own ghettos, 
and they establish their own cinemas and 
churches. In no way do they want to become 
part of the British nation. 

All their ties are with their own 
countries of origin. And this applies even to 
second and third generation immigrants. 

In the event of a war in which Britain 
might find herself in conflict with their 
mother countries, Britain would be imme- 
diately placed in a most perilous position. 
We should be beset by legion upon legion of 
fifth columnists right in our midst and not 
one of whom would recognise any allegiance 
to Britain. Their predictable attitude could 
be summed up in one phrase — reversion to 
nationhood. All their sympathies and alle- 
giance would revert back to the motherland 
of their origin. That is what nationhood 
means. It is an ineradicable instinct which 
governs all the attitudes and actions of all of 
us. 

Yet nationhood, probably the most 
precious and powerful of all human ties, is 
being denied to the British people by a 
British government. That one dependable 
bond which unites us is in danger of destruc- 
tion. 


PARANOICALLY NATIONALIST 


Almost every other country in the 
world, and particularly the Third World, has 
become paranoically nationalist. Those which 
were already sovereign states have embarked 
on a new crusade of nationalism designed to 
rid them of all foreign influence. 

Russia, the spiritual home of our anti- 
nationalist TUC delegates, would not tolerate 
any inflow of immigrants. Yet this: is the 
country which proclaims communism as the 
panacea of the world and the true religion of 
international brotherhood. What humbug! 
Nevertheless their fellow travellers in England 
have achieved a terrifying degree of power, 
so much so that our entire future as an 
independent sovereign state is in deadly peril. 
Some comfort, even if cold comfort, may be 
derived from the knowledge that, as long as 
true-born Britons continue to dwell in 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


CHRISTIANITY AT 
THE CROSSROADS 


BISHOP LAMONT OF UMTALI, in his 
recent pronouncements against the Smith 
Government and his advocacy of White 
surrender in Rhodesia, is just the latest in a 
long line of high-ranking clerics identifying 
themselves with the enemies of the White 
nations and of Western Civilisation. Just how 
the established Church has got into this posi- 
tion is a subject of much concern and debate. 

The orthodox view on the political 
Right is that the Church has simply been 
infiltrated, as have so many other Western 
institutions, by Communists and other left- 
wing fellow travellers, who have perverted 
the true and original principles of Christianity 
for their own purposes. 

The theory of infiltration undoubtedly 
contains a large element of truth but it 
alone would not suffice to explain the course 
of the Church in recent times. The left-wing 
infiltrator can only be effective to the 
extent that he sows his seeds on fertile soil, 
that is to say the extent to which he operates 
in a climate that is by its very nature recep- 
tive to his ideas. 

Every really successful take-over by 
left-wing ideology in the modern world has 
had as its precondition an atmosphere of 
liberalism in the institution to be taken over. 
It has been this atmosphere of liberalism 
which lowers the will of the institution to 
resist conquest and at the same time creates 
in its own spiritual substance much common 
ground with the conquerers. 

It is because the Church was ripe for 
conquest by the Left in this way that it has 
been conquered with such devastating effect. 
We should not therefore regard the modern 
leftist trend in the Church as merely some 
very recent abberation; we should seek its 
causes in the way in which the Church has 
evolved spiritually over many generations, 
perhaps centuries. 


FUNDAMENTAL FLAW 


I have long believed that a fundamental 
flaw in Christianity as it has developed today 
is that it aspires to apply to the whole world 
codes of conduct that are really only feasible 
and beneficial when confined to single 
societies, racially homogeneous and com- 
prising people with a common loyalty, a 
common sense of destiny and a common 
interest — in a word, nations. 

So long as it has existed as a system of 
ethics regulating the behaviour of one indivi- 
dual in such a society towards another, the 
Christian Church can claim with justice to 
have done enormous good. and it can also 
claim, with much strong argument on its 


side, that whenever its influence in its tradi- 
tional areas (i.e. the Western nations and 
societies) has declined it has not been 


replaced by any alternative ethical system 


that has done anything like equal good or 
brought anything like equal benefit. On the 
contrary, its decline has always resulted in 
moral and social anarchy and a weakening 
of the ties that bind the people of a nation 
together. 

Christianity can also claim that it has 
provided the background and inspiration for 
many of the most sublime works of art, 
music, literature and architecture that have 
enriched the Western heritage. Even those 
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who may feel themselves to be liberated 
intellectually from Christian dogma cannot 
gainsay the unique legacy of beauty with 
which Christian themes have adorned the 
culture of the Occident. 

But this is all in a context essentially 
Western and national. The tragedy of modern 
Christianity is that it has tried to artificially 
extend these natural boundaries and embrace 
the world as a whole, imagining that it can 
beneficially influence cultures that have no 
common racial root with those of its own 
Western sphere, and that rules governing the 
intercourse between members of a single 
homogeneous society can realistically govern 
the dealings between nations and races on 
the international stage. 


Perhaps the greatest quality in Chris- 
tianity as applied to internal affairs is that it 
has made nations more cohesive and better 
disciplined and therefore better able to sur- 
vive in competition with other nations for 
the fruits of the earth (the same may be said 
of course for some other forms of organised 
religion). 

It matters not that religion may be 
dressed in myth and legend which few 
sophisticated minds can take seriously — so 
long as it achieves its basic purpose of moti- 
vating the individual above and beyond 
purely selfish instincts and towards a desire 
for the greater well-being of the society of 
which he is a part. By such means group 
survival is made possible. 

But the point is that it is this group 
survival that is the first rule of life on this 
planet. Once that becomes forgotten as the 
central purpose in all government, law, ethics 
and social organisation, the basis for any 
moral system crumbles and with it crumbles 
the rationale for religion, Christian or other- 
wise. 


LOST SIGHT OF FIRST PRINCIPLE 


The dilemma of Christianity is that it 
has lost sight of this first principle. and has 
been doing so for an awful long time — 
much longer than the penetration of the 
churches by marxist agents, who have been a 
comparatively recent phenomenon and who 
have merely known how to exploit senti- 
ments and values that were already there. 

Christianity among religions, like 
Liberalism among political creeds, has 
unhappily evolved in such a direction as to 
attract a peculiar type of raceless, will-less 
and bloodless individual into the ranks of 
its foremost servants and policy-makers. This 
individual will always, as a matter of instinct, 
identify with the ‘other side’ in any conflict 
or rivalry as between groups and always 
make it more of a virtue to surrender than to 
fight. He is the stuff of which the eternal 
traitor is made — not the mercenary traitor 
who will sell his country and his people to 
the highest bidder but the spiritual traitor to 
whom disloyalty to one’s own kind repre- 
sents the highest form of moral enlighten- 
ment and intellectual development. National 
and racial treason have thereby obtained the 
stamp of Christian approval and indeed 
become written into contemporary Christian 
values almost as articles of faith. 

But Christians themselves are not able 
to escape the laws of survival anymore than 
anyone else. If their creed is to survive as a 
true force in the world, it will be compelled 
in the course of time to reorientate itself 
back to the lines on which its greatest 
strength has always traditionally rested: not 
as a recipe for a cosmopolitan world order or 
a substitute for international rivalry and 
struggle, but as a system which. within its 
own natural diocese limits, may make man 
better — so that, in that struggle, he may be 
the winner and not the loser. 
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MARTIN WEBSTER 


Kissinger’s “World 
Community” 
murdered Rhodesia 


RHODESIA’S death now seems certain. As 
I write this the first news has come through 
confirming that Rhodesia’s Prime Minister 
Ian Smith has broadcast his, his Cabinet’s 
and his party’s acceptance of the surrender 
terms imposed by world usury’s Satanic 
reptile, Henry Kissinger. 

If there are still anti-ccommunists 
around who doubt the existence of an 
international conspiracy to impose a World 
Government tyranny our Mankind, which 
conspiracy links the leaders of international 
communism and international capitalism, 
then such people cannot have noticed the 
events which led up to the murder of 
Rhodesia. 

Perhaps the most glaring admission 
that international communism and _inter- 
national capitalism are working in tandem 
was given in items six and seven of the so- 
called ‘‘settlement package’’ which Kissinger 
pressed into Smith’s hands. The two items in 
question are as follows: 

6. “Upon the establishment of interim Gov- 

ernment, sanctions will be lifted, and all 
acts of war, including guerrilla warfare, will 
cease.” 

“Substantial economic support will be 

made available by the _ international 
community to provide assurance to Rhode- 
sians about the economic future of the 
country.” 

How was it possible for Henry Kissinger, 
simply by virtue of the fact that he is U.S. 
Secretary of State, to promise that if Smith 
does what he is told United Nations organ- 
ised sanctions will be terminated and that 
the guerilla war against Rhodesia being 
perpetrated by terrorists operating out of 
Mozambique, a Soviet satellite, will also 
come to an end? 

Again, how is it possible for a glorified 

. diplomat (for that is all, nominally, Kissinger 
is) to be able to promise substantial economic 
support (i.e. enormous loans) from the 
“international community”. 


WHICH “COMMUNITY”? 


“International community’? Interna- 
tional community of what . . . or rather, of 
whom? Nationalists who have, over the years, 
followed the commentaries on world affairs 
by the late A.K. Chesterton in Candour and 
by numerous staff and guest writers in this 
journal will know the short answer to that 
question. 

The longer and, for the naive, more 
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easily understood answer is that the “‘inter- 
national community” mentioned by Kissinger 
is the world’s international financial Estab- 
lishment: the ever-growing complex of inter- 
locking international banks, who in turn 
own the multi-national investment conglo- 
merates, the multi-national industrial conglo- 
merates and international commercial enter- 
prises of all kinds. 

Included in the network are other 
institutions instigated by the international 
banks such as the U.S. Federal Reserve 
Board, the World Bank, the International 
Monetary Fund, The Club of Ten, and 
other such institutions which provide a link 
between national governments and_ the 
banking houses. 

Also part of the set-up are supposedly 
independent bodies, funded directly and 
indirectly by the banking fraternity, such as 
the Council on Foreign Relations of America; 
the Royal Institute for International Affairs 
(Chatham House) in London; Prince “I want 
a Million”’ Bernhard’s Bilderberg Group, the 
Ford Foundation, the Rockerfeller Founda- 
tion and numerous other World Government 
orientated institutions. 

This is the community that lends to 
governments and nations. This is the com- 
munity which financed the ‘Russian’ revolu- 
tion, and which has been funding communist 
industrial development in Russia, in Eastern 
Europe and now, to an incredible degree, in 
Communist China. This is the community 
which bestows patronage to every political 
party and every politician of potential 
national stature who will accept it. 


“THE BIG STICK” 


Kissinger is a member of that com- 
munity, and he has been groomed by its 
hereditary princes to do their bidding. He is a 
former employee of the Rockerfeller banking 
and oil (and everything else!) empire, and 
later graduated to the Rockerfeller funded 
Council on Foreign Relations which is the 
foreign policy think-tank for Wall Street and 
the U.S. State Department. Kissinger was 
well qualified to wave what Bernard Baruch 
called “The Big Stick” over little Mr. Smith 
of Rhodesia. 

More than that, Kissinger is well able 
to secure the removal of U.N. sanctions 
against the Rhodesian economy (with or 
without prior consultation with the U.N.) 
and well able to put the necessary pressure 
on the Black ruled countries which play host 


to the terrorists to bring a halt to the guerilla 
war against Rhodesia. 

There is only likely to be one slight 
obstacle to the full realisation of Kissinger’s 
“package” . . . the puffed-up pride of the 
Presidents of the Black ‘nations’ which 
border on Rhodesia. They will, I expect, 
be extremely angry that their friend Henry 
made it clear to Smith (who in his broadcast 
made it clear to the world) that he, Kissinger, 
could exert the necessary power over them 
to oblige them to bottle up the terrorists. 

Indeed, it could be said that Kissinger’s 
failure to consider more carefully the feelings 
of the Robertson’s Jam Presidential Quintet 
was a diplomatic gaffe of the first order. The 
terrorists will probably have to be allowed 
one or two more highly publicised attacks 
on Rhodesia, and the quintet will have to 
be treated to a nice conference before the 
ruffled feathers are smoothed. 


“COSMOPOLITAN OLIGARCHY” 


Kissinger has put pressure on Rhodesia 
not just via direct financial sanctions, and 
via the guerilla war, but via Rhodesia’s last 
protector and lifeline, South Africa. For 
some months now the South African govern- 
ment, at Kissinger’s behest, has been deli- 
berately congesting the Rhodesian-South 
African rail link, which is Rhodesia’s last 
remaining import-export artery. 

A horrific account of the kind of 
pressures which Kissinger and his world 
community have been putting on South 
Africa was given recently by American 
journalist Eliot Janeway in The Washington 
Star: 

“The convergence of multifaceted — 
political, domestic, international financial 
— pressures on the regime has forced Vorster’s 
hand and left his backers with no chips to 
play .. . Internationally this potential land 
of milk and honey needs billions of dollars; 
only foreigners can provide it. Neither sales 
of gold nor borrowings using gold as collateral 
will help. 

“Now that gold is gone — whether as 
merchandise or collateral — as a source of 
dollars for Vorster’s government, his only 
recourse is to qualify as a client of the U.S. 
Export-Import bank. The only way he can 
do this is to take South Africa off the small- 
pox list in Washington — a move he has finally 
resolved to make. 

“The Afrikaaner establishment is pre- 
pared to accept the reform programme of 
the liberal, monied mine-owners, real-estate 
developers and press magnates based in 
Johannesburg — most of whom are not 
Afrikaaners, but Jewish. Harry Oppenheimer, 
who may be the richest man in the world, is 
the spokesman for this cosmopolitan financial 
oligarchy.” 

Let us hope that as many of our white 
Rhodesian kinfolk as possible make it back 
to Britain. This is where a world-wide war of 
liberation against Henry Kissinger’s “world 
community” is going to begin. 
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RICHARD VERRALL 


Nailing the Myths of 


Multi-Racialism 


AS THE Tory, Labour and Liberal parties 
join hands to ‘answer’ the National Front 
and dispel the ‘my ths’ put about by racialists, 
it is as well that we take a definitive look at 
the arguments of the multi-racialist — and 
nail them for the falsehoods they are. 

Underlying the whole variety of pro- 
blems brought about by coloured immigra- 
tion are the great questions of race and 
nationhood. The paramount importance of 
the survival of these two things, inextricably 
linked, transcends all other issues in the 
debate. To these great questions of race and 
nationhood we will proceed later. 

For the moment, however, we will 
concentrate on the flimsy array of excuses 
that are offered by the established parties 
for the alleged ‘necessity’ of a multi-racial 
society, or the reasons why such a society 
provides us with supposed ‘benefits’. These 
can be seen quite easily to be utterly spurious. 
One can only conclude after examining them 
that the people who put them forward do 
so, not because they believe them to be true, 
but because they are ideologically committed 
to the establishment of a multi-racial society. 

It is first of all alleged that immigra- 
tion has brought economic benefits. We are 
told that coloured immigrants were brought 
here, and that we needed them, in order to 
fill alabour shortage. This is not only untrue, 
it is quite obviously absurd. Never in history 
has any nation been unable to supply its 
own labour market from amongst its own 
people — except in the case of a sprawling 
empire which required the employment of 
slaves, or in the case of a nation’s population 
being ruthlessly decimated by war or disaster. 
The simple fact is that there has not been a 
labour shortage in Britain since the bubonic 
plague wiped out more than one third of the 
population in the late Middle Ages. 

What we have in fact experienced is a 
fluctuating labour market, with a periodic 
shortage of labour in certain types of 
employment. This is not unusual, and 
certainly did not require the massive impor- 
tation of foreign labour. 

An inherent contradiction in this multi- 
racialist argument of labour shortage is that 
it comes from the very same people who are 
forever condemning unemployment. Indeed, 
unemployment is one of the most frequent 
excuses given for the outbreaks of crime and 
violent insurrection committed by black 
immigrants. It would appear that coloured 
immigrants contrive to fill a labour shortage 
and be unemployed at the same time! It is 
unquestionably true that we have high 
unemployment, and so a considerable pro- 
portion of the immigrant population ends up 
as a burdensome drain on our welfare services, 


especially as they also maintain their 
enormously expanding birth rate, four times 
higher than that of the British population. 

Mrs Shirley Williams recently managed 
to kill the ‘“‘economic benefits” of immigra- 
tion stone dead when she remarked after the 
Notting Hill riot that, in order to avoid future 
racial violence, it would be necessary to 
intervene with “artificial recruitment” for 
blacks. She said that it might be necessary 
to go out and deliberately create job oppor- 
tunities for black youths where none pre- 
viously existed or were economically neces- 
sary. So much for the labour shortage! So 
much for the magnificent contribution of 
immigrant labour, without which our 
transport and health services would collapse! 

Allied to this are the ever-increasing 
sums of money which it is alleged are essential 
to spend in order to keep the multi-racial 
society afloat — a futile hope. “Spend more 
money!” is the cry — a sort of massive bribe 
to the immigrant community in the form of 
improved education, language teaching, 
housing, job creation and mushrooming race 
relations networks. This fabulous expenditure 
surely makes a mockery of the alleged 
economic advantage of importing the aliens 
in the first place. 

Immigrants were brought here, not 
because of a labour shortage, but because 
they were cheap labour — and multi-racialists 
are not in the least worried about using this 
essentially racialist argument in support of 
their case i.e. immigrants can fill unwanted, 
low paid jobs. Hardly the kind of attitude 
one would expect from starry-eyed equali- 
tarians — the deliberate creation of an 
uneducated class of badly paid and badly 
housed coloured Untermenschen! The 
obvious fact of the matter is that, were 
these people not draining our resources to 
the tune of millions, it would be possible to 
improve pay and working conditions for our 
own people in these areas of employment. 

Contrary to the propaganda of the 
established parties and the Marxist left, the 
National Front has never argued that immi- 
grants cause unemployment, which would be 
an absurd contention. Our industrial and 
financial policies have made it clear enough 
what we see as the major causes of unemploy- 
ment. But while coloured immigration does 
not cause unemployment, it indisputably 
aggravates it. While a considerable proportion 
constitute a financial drain on our welfare 
services, a very large number are also in full- 
time employment — and in a country with 
1% million unemployed, that means that for 
every Briton without a job, there is a coloured 
immigrant with one. That is an inescapable 
fact which no amount of left-wing verbalism 


can obscure. The same is truer of housing. 
With over a million homeless, every immi- 
grant family with a home means a British 
family without one, and that is a national 
scandal. 

Already we have arrived at the question 
of nationhood, the question of “Whose 
country?” Multi-racialists do not recognise 
the organic nation, but regard these islands 
as a geographical area inhabited by individual 
human atoms, which all manner of other 
human atoms are just as entitled to occupy. 
The fact is that not only a home and a job, 
but everything that this nation has to offer, 
including itself, is the birthright of the 
British people, the people whose racial 
ancestors dwelled in it and helped to build it 
centuries previously, and who are a part of 
its history. It can never belong to alien 
peoples provided with bogus “rights” of 
“citizenship” at the stroke of a pen of a 
Labour (or Tory) government. It is as simple 
as that. There is nothing more to say on the 
question of phoney “obligations” to people 
who by sheer folly happen to have been 
given passports. A National Front govern- 
ment, by the simple act of another stroke of 
the pen, will reverse the position and return 
our country to its rightful inhabitants. 

Multi-racialism, finally, rests on the 
“equality” principle. It must never be for- 
gotten that the ultimate basis on which a 
multi-racial society is defended is that all 
races are equal — and since they are equal, 
there is no reason why we should distinguish 
between immigrant aliens and those of British 
stock. This in itself would be a flimsy enough 
hypothesis, since even if the alien population 
was indeed “equal”, that would hardly legiti- 
mise the theft of the native born’s birthright. 

However, as we all know, and as the 
relevant sciences have demonstrated beyond 
any question (see Spearhead, April 1976), 
races are not equal, either physically, tempera- 
mentally or intellectually. Moreover, racial 
differences are genetically inherited and 
immutable. The greatest danger this country 
has ever faced is that it has imported millions 
of aliens who are members of backward, 
primitive races, and whose large-scale racial 
intermixture with the indigenous Anglo- 
Saxon would not only put an end to the 
British as a distinct and unique ethnic entity, 
but would produce an inferior mongrel breed 
and a regressive and degenerate culture of 
tropical squalor. 

Racialists must therefore continually 
emphasise this most fundamental truth, for it 
is either repatriation — or ruin. 


Show the Flag 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 
POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 OJA 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


BRITISH DEFENCE 


TIME FOR NEW THINKING 


PART 5 


IN THE LAST ARTICLE I outlined the difficulties confronting 
_ . those who sought to build a firm national defence system on the 
foundations of a liberal society, with its pacifistic philosophy, its 
internationalist ideals and its incapacity to provide government with 
the resolution and will to give defence its correct priority. I contras- 
ted the sloppiness of Western liberalism with the order and discipline 
of the Communist world and stated that societies governed by such 
sloppy ideals were doomed eventually to collapse. 

Until this basic truth is recognised and Western societies reject 
liberal ideals in favour of a more robust political faith, academic 
discussion of ‘defence systems is fruitless. We may debate the merits 
of this or that military unit structure, this or that type of weapon, 
this or that school of tactical thinking, all with no avail if society 
lacks the essential political, moral, ideological and social precondi- 
tions for the successful waging of war. 

Unit structures, weapons and tactics anyway are liable to 
change rapidly in this modern age, as new technical developments 
can alter overnight so many established canons of military thinking. 
It is not for the politician or political thinker to run around in circles 
trying to’catch up with every such development and form pedantic 
military theories out of it; the task of politics is to create the national 
climate in which the nation’s military arm can best flourish and there- 
by provide the best likelihood of an intelligent approach to changing 
developments.in the science of war. 

The lack of just such a climate in Britain following the First 
World War very nearly lost her the Second. Following the trench 
campaigns of 1914-18, with their stagnant fronts and their tendency 
to yield supremacy to the defensive, the leading military thinkers of 
Europe foresaw that the pattern of the next war would be vastly 
different. The initiative would rest with those who exploited the 
new possibilities of highly mobile armoured units, based principally 
on the tank-and backed up by tactical bombers. Instead of attacks 
on a broad front involving vast numbers of infantry, there would be 
lightning armoured strikes in depth followed by rapid penis 
movements. 

Perhaps the two foremost prophets of this new form of palo 
were two British officers, General J.F.C, Fuller and Captain B. Liddell- 
Hart. Their own governments and countrymen, however, paid heed 
to them too little and too late, and defence budgeting was never 
adequate to provide the kind of forces that their projections required. 
Instead the Germans seized upon their ideas, developed them and 
equipped themselves to carry them out, thus easily gaining the initia- 
tive for the first part of the war. The British were not behind the 
Germans in military ideas; they simply lacked the political conditions 
under which the best ideas could be carried to fruition. 

Our first priority for defence then must be strong political 
leadership and a political system which gives to that leadership the 
necessary power to meet defence requirements in the very widest 
sense of the term. These requirements mainly are: — . 

(a) Military leaders and thinkers of the highest calibre. These can 
only be produced if the armed forces are given the necessary 
status and prestige within the national community for them to 
attract men of the best brains and talent into their ranks. 

All necéssary funds for research, experimentation and deve- 
lopment in the most modern war technology. 

The development on the home front of all the necessary indus- 
tries to supply a modern war machine. 


(b) 
(c) 
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(d) The creation within the nation of a climate of vigorous patrio- 
' -tism, defence-consciousness and interest in military affairs. 

(e) The institution of a reserve system whereby the whole of the 
manhood of the nation of military age can be quickly mobilised 
and trained for the event of a major war. 

But before any of these conditions can be achieved in Britain 
there has to be a very basic change of national philosophy towards 
the world. From our well ingrained liberal faith in the ‘brotherhood 
of man’, an airy-fairy abstraction that never did have any place in 
the practical scheme of things, we must once again plant our feet 
on the real world in which we live, a world of competing nations in 
which the strong survive and the weak, ultimately, perish. This world 
has been admirably described by Correlli Barnett in Britain and her 
Army: — 

S . conflict between tribal or social groups and nations 

constitutes the essential human condition in the absence of a 

world-state with a monopoly of force. The relations between 

nation states have always been those of a struggle for advantage 
and domination, where friendships may indeed burgeon while 
- interests temporarily coincide, but then again languish when 
those interests diverge: Peace and war in history flow continually 
in and out of each other, alternative aspects of a single pheno- 
menon of the struggle for power. It is false and unrealistic 
therefore to divide policy between hard and fast categories of 

‘peace’. and ‘war’. Policy may shade all the way from trade and 

diplomatic rivalry through indirect conflict and limited war to 

total war; the distinctions are of degree; not of kind.” 

If Britain is to hold any place worth having in this real world, 
her fundamental values must change, and as a first priority she must 
overcome her traditional neglect of military power and her tradi- 
tional suspicion of military institutions. , 

The preparation of society for the real’ world must begin in 
the schoolroom. In every school curriculum there should be a number 
of hours in the week set aside for activities which bring the young 
child into contact with rudimentary military procedures. This can 
probably best be achieved by a simple expansion of school cadet 
forces from being an optional extra-curricular pursuit into being an 
integrated part of the up-bringing of every male youngster. 

Drill, marksmanship and fieldcraft should, as now, be a central 
part of cadet activities, but other aspects should not be neglected. 
There should be a much greater emphasis on physical fitness and the 
object should be to produce a hard, tough youth, capable of great 
endurance and with a combative spirit. For the latter purpose there 
should be a considerable extension of combative sports, if necessary 
at the expense of the more genteel games that predominate in so 


‘many British schools. Side by side with this, education in the class- 


room, particularly in the field of history, should strive to develop 
greater patriotic and national consciousness so as to instil into every 
young boy a spontaneous enthusiasm for the idea of serving his 
country in uniform. In this process heroic figures from Britain’s 
fighting past should be made objects of veneration and examples 
to emulate by the young. 

At a later age should come greater specialisation, just as in 
normal school subjects. By 14 or so youngsters should be given 
the choice of training for specific branches of the services. Here 
activities should extend to such things as the use of wireless, radar 
and range-finding equipment, military survey work, vehicle main- 
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TROOPS OF THE SOVIET BLOC 
Communist martial vigour challenges sloppy Western liberalism 


tenance, gunnery, tankcraft, study of missiles and of course the 


What exact form of national service in the armed forces 
proper should come at the end of this period — that is around the 
ages of 18 or 19 — should be determined according to the circum- 
stances of the time, and with this in mind the National Front has 
not as yet committed itself to any specific policy on national service. 
However, it is a view predominating strongly in the party that some 
form of restored national service will be essential to Britain’s survival. 
We have to raise forces adequate in size to meet our vital national 
commitments, and volunteer forces are certainly insufficient for this 
purpose. Also there is the necessity of training the whole of the 
active manpower of the nation for service in any possible major war. 

Not only will national service have to take these needs into 
account, a reserve system will have to be developed whereby after 
demobilisation from national service every male Briton receives 
constant refresher courses from year to year as a means of keeping 
up with new developments in his branch of the services and whereby 
full mobilisation for a major war can be accomplished with the 
greatest possible speed and efficiency. Here the restoration of the 
Territorials as a great national institution is an absolute essential in 
the way of national security. __ 

With the right background and training in youth, recruits will 
enter the armed services with a far healthier attitude than is the case 
today in some countries where systems of national service operate 
and would probably be the case in Britain also if we had national 
service under present conditions. There would not therefore be the 
gross deterioration in quality and discipline that is feared by so many 
British service chiefs and which stiffens their resistance to a conscript 


various naval and air branches of war. 


system. 


et. Vigor ts 


Research on 


Immigrant Doctors: 


Government Censorship 


NOT LONG ago, Dr Adrian Tibbitts wrote a 
carefully researched book, The Politics of 
Medical Manpower, at the request of the 
Cambridge University Press who promised 
not to seek medical opinion on its contents. 
But then, through Mr Abel-Smith, 
Special Adviser to the Department of Health 
and Social Security, the manuscript was 
sent to the Senior doctor of the DHSS — and 
as a result, the book was suppressed in 1973. 
The book. describes how thousands of 
amply-qualified British school-leavers want 
to study medicine, but few are selected. 
Government policy is to deliberately restrict 
the number of Medical Schools because they 
prefer to import less qualified practitioners 
from, for example, India, Pakistan and 


Sri Lanka. It is cheaper that way! Some fifty 


per cent of these are not even able to com- 
municate with patients in English; in some 
cases, the British Medical Profession has 
withdrawn recognition of their training. 
Many remain in this country to provide a 
service grossly inferior to that of British 
doctors. 

The scandalous financial provisions of 
Department of Health civil servants have 
created this disastrous situation. Vast num- 
bers of other ill-qualified immigrants, allowed 
into Britain by members of an incompetent 
and self-interested Establishment (none of 
whom has to live cheek by jowl with coloured 


immigrants), consume large sums of benefit 
money which could otherwise be used to 
train British doctors for British medicine in 
British hospitals. 

The book also argues that to paper 
over this appalling position, Lord Todd’s 
Commission, supported by the Department 
of Health and Social Security , recommended 
a direction of labour of British doctors 
whereby they spent a minimum of three and 
maximum of five years in hospital at ludi- 
crously low rates of pay for scandalous hours 
of work before full registration. Hardly 
calculated to encourage British students into 
the profession! 

Dr Tibbitts, after intensive research, 
revealed this oppressive subterfuge — as a 
deliberate conspiracy. 

A High Court action ensued, in which 
the author sued the Cambridge University 


Press for breach of contract. 


After a last minute switch of judges, 
the case was heard before Justice Wien, who 
failed to declare his interest in that he had 
been Chairman of a D.HS.S. Appeals 
Tribunal, and who constantly intervened 
during cross-examination of embarrassed 
witnesses and the Department of Health. 

The case was lost and went to appeal, 
but the appeal did little to alter the impres- 
sion that the weight of influence was against 
the controversial book and its author. No 


discussion of Justice Wien’s conduct was 
allowed by the Appeal Court. In addition, 
the Royal Court’s procedures were more 
than suspect. The National Press maintained 
total silence about the case; the All/-England 
Law Reports did not send a reporter, and 
the Courts’ public and Press benches were 
kept almost empty. Representatives of the 
Press Association were present, but they 
reported nothing. Only government rigging 
can explain this manifest corruption. 

Laurie Sapper, General Secretary of 
the Association of University Teachers, 
actively intervened to prevent discussion 
by the Association of this censorship of an 
academic work. He ensured that the case did 
not come before the Executive of his union 
for discussion. 

If our medical service is to be main- 
tained; if our rights are to be upheld in the 
courts; and not least if Britain is to remain 
British, those responsible for this Watergate 
cover-up on our doorstep should be publicly 
disgraced, and the anti-British policies of 
those high up in government departments 
exposed to the British people. 


NORTH OF ENGLAND N.F. 
GRAND CHRISTMAS DANCE 
FRIDAY DECEMBER 10th 


This occasion promises to be the biggest NF 
get-together the North has ever seen. A suite 
(ballroom and separate cocktail bar) has been 
booked in an elegant country-style hotel on 


the outskirts of Manchester, within easy reach 
of motorways. 

A fine buffet, a trio and disco provide the 
entertainment with party games, raffle, spot 
Prices etc. all part of the evening. 

A nearby hotel offers bed and breakfast at £4 
per head for those wishing to stay the night. 
Tickets £2.50 each from Martin Goucher, 
113 Wilton Road, Hr. Crumpsall, Manchester 8. 
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A reply to Prof. F.A. Hayek’s article in the 
DAILY TELEGRAPH, “Why we are getting 
Poorer all the Time”. 


THE WRITER agrees very much with the 
greater part of Professor Hayek’s article but 
nevertheless considers that certain vital 
factors in his summary of events have been 
excluded and that without a frank acknow- 
ledgement of these matters a solution will 
never be attainable. 

His description of the basic folly of 
the post-war monetary policy in the 1920’s 
may well be correct when he says that it was 
a ‘monetary endeavour to restore sterling to 
its pre-war value’. But who would suppose 
that, as he affirms, this gave rise to the policy 
of full employment which, as he shows, 
developed into a seductive error undermining 
our economy. 

One cannot be unmoved by the logic 
of Professor Hayek’s reasoning on the 
extreme difficulty now for the authorities 
after flying in the face of economic realism 
for so many years, but in his review of the 
period 1920 to date, he has omitted several 
important factors which seem relevant to a 
more complete understanding of the direction 
of events. 

The ‘monetary endeavour’ to which he 
referred with exquisite delicacy was the 
savage deflation imposed by the monetary 
authorities to offset the blatant, but con- 
cealed inflation of war finance. This was a 
cruel blow to. the country which had main- 
tained its industrial output magnificently 
under wartime restrictions of labour, ration- 
ing, bombing and destruction, after which its 
industrial capability was strangled by shortage 
of finance, while City interests concentrated 
on futile efforts to restore sterling to its 
pre-war role. 

The actions taken in order to comply 
with the arbitrary requirements of classical 
economics soon reduced the economy of its 
depth of depression. All the physical and 
technical resources existed to supply the 
needs of the people, in the ‘land, fit for 
heroes to live in’, but they were not utilised, 
and the men who desired employment were 
compelled to rot, like the machinery. A 
financial dictatorship, either in London or 
Wall Street, or both, demanded it. Their 
system created the inflation during the war 
(Cunliffe Report) and in an endeavour to 
correct it, after the war, inflicted this unneces- 
sary suffering on the people, and infinite 
damage to the national economy. 


DEFICIT FINANCE 


A few people who possessed hearts as 
well as minds, were moved to challenge the 
system which demanded idleness, unemploy- 
ment and poverty in the midst of potential 
plenty. And the workers in Britain learned 
from bitter experience a lesson which is not 
to be found in university textbooks, or in 
the White Papers from the Treasury, that 
what is physically possible and socially 
desirable can be made financially possible. 
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A. M. WADE 


THE WAY OUT 


OF THE 


ECONOMIC CRISIS 


Never again will the workers forget this lesson 


for which they or their fathers paid so dearly; 


that no financial argument offered by the 
Government or the Bank of England will 
satisfy them that men should suffer poverty 
and unemployment while the resources for 
supplying those wants lie at hand, if used 
intelligently. This is imprinted on their 
minds, and rightly so, although some have 
taken advantage of this and abused it. 

In a money economy, money must be 
found before public works can be instituted, 
and the only way ‘known’ in Government 
circles, and in the Bank of England, for 
procuring new money is by deficit finance, 
or borrowing from the banking system at a 
little over bank rate. (There is another way 
of course, but that must never be mentioned.) 
Hence it at last won the consent of Parlia- 
ment to spend public money on public works 
to find work for the unemployed, even at 
the cost of increased national debt. This was 
a great step forward, but two things need to 
be said. 

Firstly, where urgent public needs 
exist, together with the material, labour, 
and technical (entrepeneurial) control neces- 
sary for supplying those needs in the form of 
goods and services, and capital equipment, 
all money spent in such a project, if wisely 
and efficiently employed, results in new 
assets of greater value than the financial costs 
incurred. (Strictly this should be limited to 
capital works.) It is submitted therefore that 
the use of public money in this way is justi- 
fiable. The results benefit the public, enhance 
the national wealth and increase national 
productive capacity. Hence, if this be true, 
it is false economy to allow unemployment, 
as it is wrong to allow over-employment, or 
restrict productivity. 


MONEY CREATION 


Secondly, the forbidden subject! If the 
Government is compelled to borrow its 
requirement of new money at two figure 
rates, the cost of the use of finance becomes 
extortionate (as for all industry), causing a 
build-up of debt and taxation which, at 
normal rates of interest, would never occur. 
This is a direct and unnecessary cause of 
inflation to which no reference is normally 
made — for prudential reasons! The remedy 
lies in the hands of the Government, and will 
lie there till public opinion insists on action. 

Readers who have not been at the 
trouble to study how the present banking 
system works will probably be under the 


misconception that banks lend only money 
which has been deposited with them. This 
impression is carefully fostered so that the 
public will think of banks, much in the same 
way as Building Societies, which accept 
people’s savings and lend on to home pur- 
chasers. But of course this cannot explain 
where all the new money comes from. 

Modern money is really a system of 
credits, costless in itself, but granting a right 
to the owner to draw on the goods and 
services of the community. One would sup- 
pose therefore that such credits were issued 
by the State alone on behalf of the com- 
munity, so that no one person, or groups of 
people, would benefit from the issue of credit, 
but such is not the case. The private banking 
system has exercised a monopoly of issue 
since its inception in 1694, hence the nation 
is heavily in debt for services which could 
and should have been rendered by the State 
itself. Until the public master the truth 
about this and demand a change of practice, 
there will be no solution of our financial 
problems. Nationalisation of the banks will 
not in itself alter matters. 

It is submitted therefore that an answer 
to our problems does exist, by a change of 
attitude on the part of trade unions, whereby 
maximum efficiency and productivity is 
aimed at, with maximum use of all existing 
plant where it can be used for genuinely 
constructive and profitable purposes, as 
advised by Professor Hayek, but a similar 
change of heart and mind is called for in 
regard to finance where another British 
disease, of longer standing (282 years) frus- 
trates the efforts for national prosperity. 

Professor Hayek speaks of the need for 
those in authority to swallow some very 
bitter pills before the necessary’ changes in 
policy are taken. How true this is. But in 
view of the above facts — unless they can be 
refuted — our nation could get on its feet 
and become truly economically independent, 
for the necessary resources exist. No miracle 
is necessary. 

However, if as he suggests, the cure of 
the one ‘British disease’ is all that is called 
for, trouble may be anticipated. For one 
thing, compliance by Labour alone could 
not solve the problem of inflation, or provide 
full employment. The total solution as 
recommended would ensure — _ through 
adequate Government investment at low 
interest — a great increase in productivity, 
and GNP, which, if monetised, could be 
used to reduce taxation and support a just 
system of income distribution. 
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Propaganda: 
The Campaign 
of Fear 


A RECENT aarticle in the Sunday Times 
concerning Mr. Robert Relf and the National 
Front was yet another example of the cam- 
paign by the liberal-left establishment against 
a patriotic individual and organisation. As 
one would expect from such a source the 
article had few elements of objectivity 
within it and appeared to be simply an anti- 
National Front, pro-immigrant propaganda 
exercise. 

The article attempted in a crude 
manner to discredit Mr. Relf, firstly by 
quoting parts of a letter allegedly written by 
him to an immigrant and secondly by reveal- 
ing his so-called ‘criminal’ record. The reac- 
tion of most nationalists to these ‘revela- 
tions’ would probably be twofold; firstly, 
admiration for Mr. Relf in his long struggle 
against those responsible for Britain’s miseries 
and secondly, contempt for the methods 
used by a ‘quality’ newspaper to discredit an 
individual. 

Furthermore the article deplored the 
‘weakness’ of the Race Relations Act and 
denied that it discriminated against the 
majority of the population. The Race Rela- 
tions Act was in fact designed by multi- 
racialists for black and brown immigrants as 
a weapon in order to force the white majority 
to accept the multi-racial society beloved by 
liberals and other cranks. 

The most relevant part of the article 
was, however, the subsequent admission that 
“extreme right-wing parties are becoming 
electorally credible’. This admission contains 
within it the kernel not only of the Sunday 
Times article but of the whole of the present 
propaganda campaign against the patriotic 
movement. The present campaign is one that 
is motivated by one of the most potent of 
emotions, the emotion of fear. The enemies 
of the patriotic movement, particularly of 
the National Front, now perceive that its 
electoral success at all levels is likely and 
they are fearful of such an event — hence the 
vitriolic campaign to undermine such success. 

The multi-racial ‘experiment’ pursued 
with such fanaticism by liberals throughout 
the post-war era is not merely failing. It is 
being seen to fail by an ever increasing 
number of people in Britain. This recogni- 
tion of the failure and positive evil of multi- 
racialism has led naturally enough to the 
growth in support for the policies of the 
only British party, the National Front, as 
the recent local elections and the Rother- 
ham and Thurrock by-elections indicate. The 
unholy alliance of those opposed to nation- 


alist policies and thus to the regeneration of 
Britain, including the major political parties, 
the media, immigrant groups, liberals, marx- 
ists of all types and all those who associate 
themselves with progressive-egalitarian ideas, 
are terrified by possible nationalist successes 
at the polls and have mobilised their prop- 
aganda machine in a furious attempt to halt 
the growing nationalist tide by a campaign 
of smears, innuendo and_ vilification. 
Although such a campaign may appear to be 
opposed to the much vaunted ‘ideals’ that 
liberals claim to possess it may be that in 
defence of such, ‘none are more authori- 
tarian than dedicated liberals’. 


OUR SUCCESS — THEIR FEAR 


The campaign waged against British 
nationalism, not only by immigrant groups 
backed by the race relations industry and 
marxists but increasingly by the Establish- 
ment itself, should give nationalists a degree 
of satisfaction. It is because the National 
Front is having an increasing effect on 
British political life that the campaign against 
it is now being fought at an overtly higher 
level than ever before. The success of the 
National Front has created such a fear within 
the establishment that ‘quality’ newspapers 
and the two major parties have united in 
defence of their shabby, discredited ideas 
and launched a propaganda campaign against 
British Nationalism in general and the 
National Front in particular. 

A campaign against the National Front 
by the establishment conveniently helps to 
obscure the fact that the liberal ideas which 
it has pursued since 1945 have resulted in a 
once great nation being reduced to a political 
rubble heap. Notting Hill has once again 
shown that existing conditions make a con- 
vincing defence of the “multi-racial society’ 
impossible, even by its staunchest adherents. 
Thus an attack on a movement that supports 
the very opposite of the degenerate mass 
created by multi racialism is the only form 
of defence. British nationalists should there- 
fore be heartened by the fact that their (and 
Britain’s) enemies have been forced to wage 
such a thunderous propaganda campaign. 

In spite of difficulties both internal 
and external, British nationalism and the 
National Front have made considerable 
advances, yet those advances pale into 
insignificance beside those which are likely 
to occur. The triumph of British Nation- 
alism is now not merely seen by nationalists 
themselves, but is recognised as likely by 
their enemies. This does not mean that the 
task of achieving the aims of the National 
Front will be anything other than long and 
arduous, but rather that the Battle for 
Britain is seen by the enemies of nationalism 
as one in which they are no longer comple- 
tely assured of victory — hence the shrillness 
of their propaganda campaign. 

The growing success of the British 
nationalist movement means that the present 
propaganda campaign will not merely con- 
tinue but will increase as the establishment 


reacts against the ‘threat’ to its existence. 
The familiar taunts of ‘Fascists’ and Nazis’ 
are likely to be shrieked with even greater 
volume by liberal-leftist satraps than at the 
present time. Such a reaction however, is 
unlikely to deter those who have an abiding 
love for their country from attempting to 
lift it from the abyss into which it has been 
driven by its political leaders. 


“DIRTY TRICKS” 


The increasing success of British 
nationalism also increases the likelihood of 
another type of campaign by the establish- 
ment and its agencies. which would have as 
its primary aim the destruction of that 
nationalist movement. This campaign could 
employ techniques similar to those we asso- 
ciate with the Watergate scandal in the 
United States. Although such ‘dirty tricks’ 
techniques were deplored by liberals at that 
time, similar methods would undoubtedly be 
used in Britain by those both in and out of 
government in pursuit of the goal of a multi- 
racial society. If the electoral success of the 
National Front continues, this campaign 
could employ not only those techniques but 
others, including unofficially sanctioned 
violence against prominent Nationalists. If it 
is doubted whether the pathetic individuals 
at present in political power would have the 
courage or the inclination to undertake such 
a campaign, one should remember that they 
are merely agents for that sinister alliance 
whose objective is a One-World state with 
racial differences removed. and who would 
use any methods to destroy their opponents. 

Thus it is contended here that the 
current propaganda onslaught is only one 
aspect of a greater and more sinister cam- 
paign that is likely to occur if the present 
electoral success of the National Front 
continues. British Nationalists should con- 
stantly be on their guard. But they should 
also be heartened by the knowledge that 
their efforts have created such an element 
of panic within the liberal-left establishment 
that a TUC delegate could actually say: 
“The greatest problem facing this country is 


the electoral success of the National Front’. 


NATIONHOOD: THE KEY 

TO OUR SURVIVAL 

Contd. from page 6 
Britain, their nationhood can never be 
destroyed. 

History has shown that we can drive 
invaders from our land. The Romans were 
driven out. The Germans were twice repelled. 
If the British spirit survives it is unlikely that 
latter-day invaders can colonise us where 
powerful adversaries have failed before them. 
Nevertheless the danger is there and cannot 
be ignored. Other countries are succumbing 
to black power. Unless the British people. 
awaken to the danger it will be black domina- 
tion here. It is only a matter of time and 
numbers. Action must come now and on a 
massive national scale if this danger is to be 
averted. 
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OSWALD SPENGLER 


An abridgement from the great German 
Philosopher -historian’s prophetic work 
HOUR OF DECISION, first published in 
1933. 


WESTERN CIVILIZATION this century is 
threatened, not by one, but by two world 
revolutions of major dimensions. One comes 
from below, the other from outside: class 
war and race war. Both will fight side by 
side, possibly as allies. It will be the severest 
crisis through which the white peoples will 
have to pass in common — whether united or 
not — if they intend to have any future. 

The West lost the First World War 
when it lost the respect of the coloured races, 
but the importance of this shift of the politi- 
cal centre of gravity was first realized in 
Moscow. In western Europe it is still not 
realized. The white nations have abdicated 
from their former rank. They negotiate today 
where yesterday they would have com- 
manded, and tomorrow they flatter if they 
are even to negotiate. For the first time since 
the siege of Vienna by the Turks, they have 
been put on the defensive; and they will 
have to commit great forces, spiritual and 
military. into the hands of very great men if 
they intend to weather the first mighty storm. 

In Russia in 1917 both revolutions 
broke out together. The one, shallow, urban 
revolution of Labour-Socialism, with its 
alliance to the dregs of the great cities, staged 
a cult of the “working man’’. But below all 
that was the other revolution of the village, 
the true Asiatic form of Bolshevism. It dis- 
possessed the peasants and reintroduced in 
fact the serfdom and compulsory labour 
which Tsar Alexander II had abolished in 
1862. And by its hostile and bureaucratic 
administration of farming carried matters so 
far that the fields ran wild, the abundant 
livestock of the past has shrunk to a frac- 
tion, and Asiatic starvation has become a 
permanent condition that only a _ weak- 
willed race, born to slavery, could endure. 
Indeed. every socialism, when it passes from 
theory to practice, becomes choked in 
bureaucracy. 

The white powers are actuated by 
Asian pressure in their dealings and do not 
even know it. This pressure consists in the 
activity of the coloured racial revolution, 
which is already using the white revolution 
of class war as its tool. 

There is the economic danger: since 
western industrial techniques are no longer 
secret and can be copied to perfection. the 
contrast between European and Asian indus- 
trial competition is no longer in the method 
of construction, but only in the cost of pro- 
duction. To this must be added political- 
social propaganda in enormous quantities 
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throughout the non-white world, which 
inculcates for the first time in the Negroes a 
community-feeling directed against the 
white ruling nations. 

In Africa it is the Christian missionary 
— above all, the English Methodist — who in 
all innocence, with his doctrine that all men 
are equal before God and that wealth is sin- 
ful, ploughs the soil on which the Bolshevik 
sows and reaps. And from the north and the 
east the missionary of Islam follows up his 
trade with great success, penetrating in these 
days as far as the Zambesi. Where a Chris- 
tian school stood yesterday, a mosque stands 
tomorrow. The warlike spirit of this religion 
is more intelligible to the Negro than the 
doctrine of pity, which merely takes away 
his respect for the whites. 

The great historical question is whether 
the fall of the white powers will be brought 
about or not. What resources can the white 
world really muster against this menace? 
Very few, it would seem at first glance. For 
one thing, people are weary of their Culture. 
The pick of the white world fell in their 
millions in the First World War, but the test 
of race is the speed with which it can replace 
itself. The instinct of a strong race speaks in 
the pride large families inspire. But the intel- 
lectual jealousy of the large cities, and the 
mere fact of considering the dreaded number 
of children who might be born, betray a 
waning of the race urge to permanence, the 
feeling for racial immortality which is inse- 


World Revolution 


parable from the idea of inheritance. 

When the notion of property-ownership 
crumbles away, the meaning of the family 
fades into nothingness. The idea of inheri- 
tance is the guarantee of strong race instincts: 
its existence signifies the downfall of socialism. 

But the decay of the white family is 
spreading, and is devouring the breeding- 
sense of nations. People live for themselves 
alone, not for future generations. The nation 
as society, once the organic web of families, 
threatens to dissolve into a sum of private 
atoms intent on amusement — bread and 
circuses. The whole “problem literature” of 
the liberals and socialists reflects the suicide 
of the White Race. 

The consequences lie before us. In 
Africa the extraordinarily prolific Negro 
population will increase now that European 
medicine has been introduced to check 
disease, which was so strong a selective factor. 
In the United States, the increase of popula- 
tion comes from Negroes and emigrants from 
southern Europe since 1900. There are black 
clergymen, officers, and judges. The apparent 
increase of the white population all over the 
world, little as it is in comparison with the 
volume of the coloured increase, rests upon 
a temporary illusion: the number of children 
grows smaller, and the number of adults 
relatively increases, because they live longer. 
Medicine prolongs life whether desirable or 
not, replacing children by greybeards. It 
thereby accentuates racial decay. The number 
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UNION OF RACE AND CLASS WAR 
Marxist MPLA with Russian weapons 


of incurable mental cases increases, numbers 
of abnormal people of every description. 
From this degenerate crop comes the revolu- 
tionary proletariat with its hatred born of 
grievances — and the drawing-room bolshe- 
vism of the literary folk who advertise and 
enjoy such states of mind. 


LIFE IS WAR 


The battle for the planet has begun. 
The pacifism of liberalism must be overcome 
if we are to go on living. Is the outcry of 
white nations against war an intellectual 
gesture, or a serious abdication from history 
— at the cost of dignity, honour, liberty? 
Yet life itself is war. Can we dismiss its 
meaning. and yet retain it? That is what 
craving for protection against any disturbance 
of daily routine, against destiny in any form, 
would suggest: the “happy ending’? of an 
empty existence, the boredom of which has 
brought in modern music and Negro dancing 
to perform the Dead March for a great 
Culture. 

But this cannot, must not, be. The 
hare may perhaps deceive the fox, but 
human beings can not deceive one another. 
The coloured man sees through the white 
man when the latter talks about “humanity” 
and everlasting peace. He scents the other’s 
unfitness and lack of will to defend himself. 
That is why a great educational effort is 
essential. It must be an education which 
rouses the sleeping energy by living example. 
We cannot permit ourselves to be tired. 
Danger is at the door. The coloured races are 
not pacifists. They do not cling to a life 
whose length is its sole value. They take up 
the sword when we lay it down. Once they 
feared the white man; now they despise him. 

Our judgement stands written in their 
eyes when men and women comport them- 
selves in their presence as they do, at home 
or in the lands of colour themselves. Once 
they were filled with terror at our power — 
as were the Germanic people before the first 
Roman legions. Today, when they themselves 
are a power, their mysterious soul — which 
we shall never understand - rises up and 


looks down upon the whites as a thing of 


yesterday. 

But the greatest danger has not yet 
even been named. What if, one day, class war 
and race war joined forces to make an end of 
the white world? 

This lies in the nature of things, and 
neither of the two revolutionary movements 
will disdain the aid of the other simply 
because it despises its supporters. A common 
hate extinguishes mutual contempt. Would 
the white leaders of the class war ever hesitate 
if coloured outbreaks open up a way for 
them? They have never been fastidious in 
the means they use. It would make no dif- 
ference if the voice of Moscow ceased to 
dictate. It has done its work, and the work 
goes forward of itself. We have waged our 
national wars and our class wars before the 
eyes of colour, have humiliated and betrayed 
one another; we have even summoned it to 


take part in them. Would it be any wonder if 
colour at last acted on its own account? 

At this point advancing history towers 
high over economic distress and internal 
political ideals. The elemental forces of life 
are themselves entering the fight, which is 
for all or nothing. The masks will fall comple- 
tely from the age of the parliamentary inter- 


ONCE THERE WERE 
RED SQUIRRELS... 


Once there were red squirrels. 

English red squirrels. 

Small and slender with long bushy tails. 
The woods and forests of England 
Sheltered them, fed them. 


One day a few grey squirrels arrived in 
England. 

They were foreign squirrels, from a faraway 
land. 


Somebody brought them in, 

Into the woods and forests of England. 

The grey squirrels liked their new home. 

They and their children and their children’s 
children. 


They increased from a few to many. Too 
many. 

The grey squirrels killed the English red 
squirrels. 


How many English red squirrels did you see 
today? 

Small and slender with long bushy tails, 

In the woods and forests of England. 


Only one. Perhaps none. 


— K. Foderingham 
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All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: 91 Connaught Road, 


lude. 

Here, possibly even in our own century, 
the ultimate decisions are waiting for their 
man. In the presence of these, the little aims 
and notions of our current party politics 
sink to nothing. The dice are there ready for 
this stupendous game. Who dares to throw 
them? 


NEW! 
NATIONAL FRONT ‘T’ SHIRTS 


All sizes available 
£2.00 plus 25p postage 
Send to: 
RAY DOWLER, 
15 Upper Street, 
Knowle, Bristol BS4 3BU. 
Bristol Branch Organiser 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


SPEARHEAD is not at the moment 
able to be self-supporting; it needs 
voluntary contributions over and 
above income from sales and sub- 
scriptions in order to meet running 
costs. 

Your help would be greatly 
appreciated. Please make out your 
postal orders or cheques to Spear- 
head, and send them to: 91 Con- 
naught Road, Teddington, Middx. 


SPEARHEAD 


Discounts can be obtained 
for bulk purchases as follows: — 


20—49 copies: 11p each 
50-99 copies: 9p each 
100—249 copies: 8p each 
250 copies and 

over: 6p each 
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SIR: May I add a few comments to Paul 


Thomas’ excellent article 
Lessons from the Past”. 

The Norman invasion of Britain in 1066 
was the final and most successful Viking 
invasion. The Normans were the descendants 
of the Danish conquerors of Normandy who 
overran that part of the Frankish Empire 
from 835 onwards. In invading Britain, they 
essentially restored the Viking rule that had 
existed temporarily from 1016 to 1042 under 
Cnut and his successors. 

It is important to realise that the 
Normans were racially Scandinavian. not 
French. although they occupied Frankish 
territory and adopted the French language. 

The migrations into these islands 
prior to 1948 can thus be seen to be far 
racially unified than’ miscegenators would 
have us believe. The large racial influxes 
were Celtic, Anglo-Saxon and Scandinavian. 
The contention that the Negro and Asian 
elements are no more varied than those is 
clearly dangerous nonsense. 

RICHARD STONER, 
Chalfont St. Giles, Bucks. 


“Integration: 


SIR: I hope that the Editors and contribu- 
tors involved in the creation and presentation 
of Spearhead will derive some satisfaction 
from this letter in which I congratulate them 
on their effort and achievement with a 
resounding ‘Well done!” 

I have spent more than twenty-five 
years as a journalist/editor in and around 
Fleet Street and so feel reasonably compe- 
tent to make this assessment. 

Spearhead can be justly regarded as a 
model of typographical excellence. The 
choice and balance of type faces combined 
with modern and effective layout produce a 
clarity and easy continuity which make the 
visual task of reading a genuine pleasure. 

Editorial content is on the highest 
level. In-depth articles such as BRITISH 
DEFENCE by John Tyndall reflect the 
advanced intellectual quality of the writer 
as well as demonstrating the great powers of 
research and analysis which a work of this 
calibre demands. 

Other contributors, 


including the 


Page sixteen 


Editor and Contributing Editor, maintain 
the same high standards: standards which 
put most other publications in the political 
field to shame. 

Patronising psuedo-intellectualism is 
out. The reader, whether he be the ordinary 
man in the street or the supreme academic, 
is assured of a rewarding return from first 
page to last. 

A. ROBB, 
London S.E.13. 


SIR: If the Labour Party’s campaign against 
racialism matches up to their other projects, 
it ought to contribute considerably to the 
advance of the National Front. Nevertheless, 
should not we ourselves be seen to be 
responding? How about a campaign to expose 
the Labour Party, revealing the pedigree of 


the likes of Sidney Bidwell, Audrey Wise, 


Renée Short (“I love and very much admire 


the Soviet Union”’), and others? It is notable 
that whilst the Labour Party claims that the 
N.F. seeks to divide workers, they, as practi- 
tioners of the class-warfare game, are the 
most divisive of the lot. Isit their implication 
that one should consider oneself Working 
Class (or Middle Class) first, and British 
second? 
PETER DONOGHUE, 
Oldham, Lancs. 


SIR: When blacks rioted in South Africa the 
cause was said to be the ‘racist’ government. 
When similar incidents took place in this 
country in Notting Hill, the blame was placed 
upon British racial prejudices and, of all 
people, the British police force. How typical 
that whites should always get the blame for 
black violence and savagery. 
PAUL CHYNEWETH, 
Shrewsbury, Salop. 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. 
You could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month's winner (below) was 


published in the New Statesman. 


Race, Racism and Truth 


Sir, As a racist, that is one who confesses to 
racial preference, I should like to comment on 
Mervyn Jones’s article (NS 30 July) in which he 
writes that the National Front is a conspiracy 
against truth and that people support it because 
they are being conned and lied to. The ‘five 
specific allegations against the minorities’ voiced 
by National Front members amount to a belief 
that ‘immigrants get first choice’ in the matter 
of jobs and social benefit. Such Alf Garnett 
statements are roughly expressed but they do 
reflect the concern of the indigenous British 
over the attempts of successive governments to 
foist racial integration upon us. The fourth and 
last piece of legislation passed with this object 
is one which calls for no ‘hair-splitting argu- 
ment’, since we have no choice in the matter. 

Mr Jones’s argument seems to rest on the 
legal and not the moral rights of immigrants. 
Let’s get matters straight: the Government may 
issue a document conferring British citizenship 
on anyone; that does not make the recipient 
ethnically British. It is the latter meaning of the 


. word which is understood by Mr Jim Merrick, 


and the accusation of falsehood against him is 
thus out of order. The claim to have trapped 
him in one or two logical errors is easy scoring 
for one who dislikes exclusively ethnic British 
hegemony over these islands. 

Readers of the Race Relations Board’s pub- 
lication Equals will have noticed the occasional 
veiled threat - that if more political power is 
not accorded to minority groups then increased 
social strife may result. British respect for the 
enacted law and our fear of the accusation of 
racial prejudice have until recently stifled dis- 
cussion of racial problems, but this does not 
amount to true acceptance of multi-racialism. 
Politicians and social theoreticians would have 
been wise to heed the first startling pronounce- 
ments of Mr Enoch Powell some years ago 


when he warned of the potential dangers of 
permitting large-scale immigration into this 
country. Now our legislators must endeavour to 
sort out the worsening situation, which will un- 
doubtedly be aggravated if thousands of other 
would-be immigrants arrive here who are 
‘entitled’ to do so. Where will they all be 
housed and employed? Yet many of our school 
leavers’ introduction to the wider world is now 
a transit from the gymnasium to the dole 
queue! 

The most recent Act of race legislation gives 
almost Gestapo powers to officials to enter 
premises for the purpose of inspecting employ- 
ment registers and to require that people of 
non-British origin be employed in proportion 
to their numbers. A Briton, suspected of be- 
haviour springing from racial prejudice (or 
preference), can be summoned before a com- 
mittee of the Race Relations Board, constituted 
of both whites and blacks, who will decide 
whether or not to institute legal proceedings 
against him. An immigrant with British legal 
status is enfranchised whether or not he has 
any acquaintance or sympathy with this country 
or can even speak English. This right has been 
bestowed upon him by an ancient Parliament 
which has taken centuries to enfranchise us. 
The full range of social services becomes avail- 
able to him - services which we have been 
taxed for years to maintain. In the name of 
reason, what are these but examples of advan- 
tageous treatment? 

The next step in the race mixers’ progress 
towards destruction of our racial and cultural 
heritage might well be compulsory racial inter- 
marriage. This would spell the end of the 
British as a distinct people in a few generations. 
We in the National Front have the moral (and 
fight for the legal) right to defend this heritage. 

KEITH BROWN 

6 Cleveland Place East 

Bath, Somerset 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


Whose ‘Front’ is this? 


What have the sectarian murders of 
Belfast in common with the multi-racial 
disorders of Southall? Precious little, one 
might think — apart from the obvious fact 
of inter-communal confrontation . . . in the 
first case inter-tribal, in the second case, 
inter-racial. 

In fact both places have a very tangible 
common denominator: the interest and 
enigmatic involvement of an obscure organ- 
isation called The Centre for Human Rights 
and Responsibilities. The C.H.R.R. was 
established in Holland coincidentally in the 
same year that the sinister Bilderberg Group 
of World Government seeking bankers and 
politicians was set up by the corrupt Prince 
Bernhard of the Netherlands. 

The C.H.R.R. was formed by an 
Austrian called Richard Hauser who found 
work in Vienna at the end of the war attemp- 
ting to democratise the thinking of Italian 
fascist army officers. The “peace and 
brotherhood” ideals of Hauser earned him 
the financial backing of a Dutch packaging 
company called the Van Leer Foundation, 
which has branches in Britain and through- 
out the world. He also gets cash from the 
Wates Foundation (which is a charity funded 
by Sir John Wates, the builder of council 
flats for Immigrants, and a keen supporter of 
multi-racialism and the Labour Party); and 
also from the National Westminster Bank. 

Hauser moved to Britain and _ his 
C.H.R.R. now hasits office near to Millbank, 
Westminster, London. Asa result of patronage 
from Van Leer he secured in 1971 a visiting 
lecturership at Nottingham University (at 
£7,500 per year!). 

What does Hauser’s organisation actually 
do? Well,that’s hard to pin down. Basically, 
it showers money on leaders of groups 
involved in inter-communal struggles. 

How many people remember Sammy 
Smyth, a former Chairman of Loyalist Ulster 
Defence Association, and regularly a U.D.A. 
spokesman until the Tuesday night in March 
of this year when two youths burst into his 
house and pumped six shots into his head? 

Smyth was more than just an ardent 
Loyalist. He was (or so he made it appear) 
an arch anti-Catholic bigot who went on 
record as declaring that there would be “no 
place for Catholics’, regardless of their 
political loyalties, in the Northern Ireland 
of his dreams. After seeing the R.A. gangster 
David O’Connell on television Smyth de- 
clared that he “could have murdered every 
Roman Catholic without compunction”’. 

In view of all this, it is a surprising 
fact that Sammy Smyth was on the payroll 
of a group called Community Projects, which 


is a subsidiary of Richard Hauser’s Centre 
for Human Rights and Responsibilities, and 
shares its London office. Community Pro- 
jects paid Smyth the not insubstantial sum 
of £2,800 a year. 

Amazingly, among the controllers of 
the Community Project was an American 
Jesuit Priest Father Raymond Helmick. The 
Chairman of Community Project was General 
Sir John Hackett, a former Army G.O.C. in 
Northern Ireland with pronounced inter- 
nationalist leanings. The group received a 
£10,000 grant from Hauser’s old friend 
Wates, and £20,000 from a German Catholic 
organisation. 

Other recipients of Community Project 
largesse were Rev. Brian Smeaton,a Church 
of Ireland priest who fell out with his 
bishop, and Father Des Wilson,a Roman 
Catholic Priest who had fallen out with his 
bishop, plus two Protestant and one Roman 
Catholic laymen. This motley met once 
every eight weeks under the Chairmanship of 
Father Helmick. The employees, it is said, 
received no instruction. However, Father 
Helmick commented to The Observer on 
14th March, 1976: 

“We feel we have a body of technical 
knowledge available. We expect our guys to 
plan, and to plan in conjunction with their 
communities.” 

He went on to reveal that Smyth had 
many Catholic contacts and he regularly 
visited Republican areas. “Sammy explained 
to me that his anti-Catholic statements were 
warnings rather than threats . . . he said 
these things to shock people into the realisa- 
tion of what it was all about.” 

A rather more simple explanation for 
these carryings-on might be advanced: that 
the Community Project is a body devoted to 
undermining British interests in Northern 
Ireland and it employed Smyth, who was 
either an unbalanced crank or a deliberate 
agent provocateur,in order to discredit the 
Loyalist cause, to ensure that a Protestant/ 
Catholic reconciliation within the context of 
a British Ulster was impossible, and to under- 
mine the security of the U.D.A. 


The Southall Youth Movement 


Events in Southall immediately after 
the murder of a young Sikh called Gurdip 
Singh Chagger earlier this year will more 
readily come to mind. As we now know, the 
murder was a non-political act of hooliganism 
perpetrated by a multi-racial gang of yobs .. . 
but Marxist agitators within Southall’s mas- 
sive Asian community immediately called it 
a “racial murder” and thousands of young 
Asians rioted. 

Out of this tumult was formed the 


Southall Youth Movement, which, though 
its slogans were “anti-racist” its motivation 
was anti-White Asian racialism. Such a radical 
group became the obvious target for the rabid 
International Socialist group. I.S. sought to 
influence or even control the S.Y.M., in the 
hope of swelling its declining membership 
and its flagging sales of Socialist Worker. But 
other folk were interested in taking over the 
S.Y.M. as well, in particular The Centre for 
Human Rights and Responsibilities. 

Richard Hauser injected into the 
situation two organisers called Peter Ford 
and Tom Armister. According to an article 
in the Socialist Worker of 25th September, 
Ford and Armister visited every political 
meeting in Southall after the murder of 
Chagger. They described themselves as 
“Doomsday watchers” whose job was to 
“take the sting out of situations of social 
conflict by using the possibility of moral 
blackmail to force the middle of the road in 
the community to respond to the needs of 
the area’. 

A demonstration for the Saturday after 
the Chagger killing was called, and the LS. 
naturally wanted to dominate it so as to 
ingratiate itself with the S.Y.M. Ford and 
Armister were better ingratiaters, it seems, 
and they swung the demonstration behind 
the Inter-Faith Group . . . an organisation of 
Immigrant religious leaders and local Lefty 
Christian vicars which they (Ford and 
Armister) had formed. 

This trick, plus the promise from Ford 
and Armister that they could secure a 
£50,000 grant for the Asian Youth Move- 
ment, providing S.Y.M. disassociated itself 
from extremist groups resulted in the LS. 
being left out in the cold. This development 
meant that the S.Y.M. had been “‘side- 
tracked’ and “neutralised”, according to 
Socialist Worker. 

In fact what had happened was that 
The Centre for Human Rights and Responsi- 
bilities, which is committed to the concept 
of multi-racialism, realised that the anti- 
White riots of the S.Y.M. immediately after 
it had been formed were doing huge damage 
to the image of multi-racialism in the eyes of 
ordinary white people, and that if a wild 
revolutionary group seized control of the 
S.Y.M., such counter-productive publicity 
would continue. 

Consequently Messrs Ford and Armister 
were put to work to direct the S.Y.M. to 
more subtle (and consequently, more dan- 
gerous) work in the cause of multi-racialism. 

That the Centre for Human Rights 
and Responsibilities is a vile and subversive 
enemy of the British people can be judged 


Contd. on page 19 
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CAMBRIDGE 
Jeremy Wotherspoon 


The National Front will be contesting 
all three of the impending parliamentary by- 
elections. After the excellent results for the 
NF in the by-elections at Rotherham and 
Thurrock earlier this year, and the tide of 
publicity with which they and the recent 
attacks of the TUC, Labour and Liberal 
parties have provided us, the party can look 
forward to really exciting campaigns. 

Our candidate for the Cambridge by- 
election (necessitated by the vacation of the 
seat by Tory MP David Lane in order to 
become race-mixer-in-chief for the new 
“Race Relations Commission”) will be Mr 
Jeremy Wotherspoon, the NF’s Regional 
Agent for Hertfordshire and Bedfordshire 
and a newly elected member of the National 
Directorate. Jerry is 35 years old and 
married with two children, Joanna 13% and 
Helen 10. He is a local estate agent by pro- 
fession. Jerry joined the National Front only 
two months after its formation in 1967. 

The NF candidate for the by-election 
at Stechford, Birmingham will be Mr Andrew 
Brons, Chairman of the Yorkshire Region, a 
member of the NF National Directorate and 
of its Executive Council. Stechford is the 
seat to be vacated by the appalling Roy 
Jenkins, who likewise departs for a thor- 
oughly anti-British job, namely the Presidency 
of the EEC Commission in January next 
year. Some national newspapers have specu- 
lated that the NF’s intervention in Stechford 
could conceivably lose the seat for Labour — 
which would be poetic justice indeed for the 
departing jailer of Robert Relf. In Andrew 
Brons, 28 years of age and a college lecturer 
on law, we have a first rate candidate. Andrew 
and his charming wife Sue (pictured in last 
month’s Spearhead) have a five year-old 
daughter. 

The whole of the NF West Midlands 
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NF to fight three by-elections 


WALSALL NORTH 
Charles Parker 


RECORD SALES 
FOR N.F. PAPER 


The NF newspaper National Front 
News continues to break all sales records, 
and has certainly become the highest circula- 
tion post-war Nationalist newspaper. 33,000 
copies of Issue No.4 were printed last month 
to meet the ever-rising demand, and a further 
reprint will probably be necessary. The old 
NF paper Britain First reached only 17,000 
copies at its peak. 

Street sales of NF News likewise con- 
tinue to break records. No less than 574 
copies of Issue 3 were sold in one morning 
at Hoxton Market in the East End by 20 or 
30 activists from Hackney and Islington 
Branches. This was soon broken by the sale 
of over 680 copies sold by about 30 Hack- 
ney, Islington and Tower Hamlets members 
in the East End’s Brick Lane. 

4000 copies of the paper are sold 
every month in East London alone, and 
Leicester Branch, not unused to breaking 
records, sells no less than 6000 copies 
throughout the city by a system of door-to- 
door promotion. 

Congratulations to all involved in the 
success of NF News. The Labour Party paper 
Labour Weekly recently expressed its dislike 
of the latest issue, exposing Reds in the 
Labour Party, with the headline ‘National 
Front Mugs the Left”! 


STECHFORD 
Andrew Brons 


region will be mobilised for these by-elections, 
for the party will be contesting not only 
Stechford, but also Walsall North, vacated 
by the notorious John Stonehouse. The NF 
candidate here will be Mr Charles Parker, 
born and bred in Walsall. Charles is 61 years 
of age and has a distinguished war record, 
having served in the Special Air Service where 
he was severely wounded. Charles, his wife 
Vi and daughter Valerie have done sterling 
work for the NF both in the Midlands and 
the south of England. 


Elections to the Directorate 


The under-mentioned officers of the 
party were elected to the 13 vacant places 
on the NF National Directorate in the elec- 
tions for 1976/77. The votes cast for each 
candidate, in descending order of votes, was 
as follows: — 


Ist. Mr Andrew Brons................ 1,068 votes 
2nd. Mr Richard Verrall ................ 955 votes 
3rd. Mr Michael Stubbs ................. 880 votes 
4th. Mr George Wright................... 878 votes 
5th. Mr Martin Goucher ................ 871 votes 
6th. Mr Jeremy Wotherspoon........ 797 votes 
TUte Ne POTENCe: VRLY 6 seiiencnsenes 796 votes 
8th. Mr Blaise Wyndham................ 785 votes 
Oth. Mr Peter Williams................... 752 votes 
10th. Mr Gerry Oldland................. 701 votes 
11th. Mr Malcolm Smith................ 583 votes 
Lith, .MirsDiavid Sin. gcciesiscce snsnes 567 votes 
13th. Mr..Dents Hortons... .nocsvaense 480 votes 


Unsuccessful candidates in the elec- 
tions (in alphabetical order) were: Mr Ian 
Anderson, Mr Herbert Andrew, Mr Jack 
Eyre, Mr John Lear, Mrs Elsie McBriar, Mr 
Kenneth McKilliam, Mr Laurie Nunn, Mr- 
Don South, Mr Paul Watson. 


THANK YOU 


Frank Burden of Leeds Branch gives his 
sincere thanks to all the fellow Nation- 


alists who contributed money from their 
earnings, following the Spearhead appeal 
on his behalf, to help pay his fine. 


Encouraging results 
in local elections 


The National Front has_ recently 
fought five local Council elections, all with 
encouraging results. 

Most significant of all, perhaps, was 
the result in the St. Judes Ward, BLACK- 
BURN COUNCIL by-election, in which NF 
candidate John Wright did well to poll 363 
votes — 10.12 per cent. As is quite common 
these days, he beat the Liberal candidate 
who only won 295 votes. So much for the 
widely televised and press publicised anti-NF 
abuse and political flatulence of Mr. Cyril 
Smith which co-incided with Polling Day in 
that election! 

As expected, Mr. Robert Horman, the 
candidate of the National Party splinter group 
achieved a higher vote than John Wright. Mr. 
Horman had been the NP candidate in this 
ward in the May elections and had failed to 
get elected at that time by only 12 votes. 
Consequently a large number of voters in 
this ward were familiar with Mr. Horman’s 
name. 

No NF candidate stood in this ward in 
the May elections, so Mr. Wright had no 
established following to call upon. Thus for 
Mr. Wright to come from nowhere to get 
half the NP candidate’s vote and over 10 per 
cent of the total poll in a five-cornered 
contest is a very encouraging result for the 
NF. Mr. Kingsley Read predicted the NF 
vote at “under 100”’. 

The NF Branch in Blackburn suffered 
a set-back at the start of this year when Mr. 
Read, a Blackburn man and formerly national 
Chairman of the NF led a split in the party 
and formed the “National Party” splinter 
group. 

But with the hard work put in to this 
local by-election by local NF loyalists, with 
the publicity for the NF which attended their 

_ campaigning, and with this heartening result, 
old friends have been reactivated and new 
members won. Thus the NF will be stepping 
up its involvement in local government and 
Parliamentary election campaigning in Black- 
burn and elsewhere in North Lancs. 

Finally, it is encouraging that the 
support for patriotic and racialist policies 
remains so high in Blackburn. 

On hearing the Blackburn election 
result, NF National Activities Organiser Mr. 
Martin Webster sent the following telegramme 
to Mr. Cyril Smith at the Liberal Party 
Assembly at Llandudno: “RE: BLACKBURN 
ELECTION — COMBINED RACIALIST 
VOTE 1,132 LIBERAL PARTY VOTE 295 
STOP SO MUCH FOR YOUR ANTI- 
RACIALIST FLATULENCE YESTERDAY 
STOP KEEP UP THE GOOD WORK STOP 
SIGNED MARTIN WEBSTER, NATIONAL 
ACTIVITIES ORGANISER, NF, TEDDING- 
TON, MIDDX’’. 


In the by-election for WEST MID- 
LANDS COUNTY COUNCIL, Merry Hill/ 
Penn Ward, the National Front showed that 
it had greatly increased its vote in this part 
of the West Midlands since the last sequence 
of local elections held in May. NF candidate 
Mr Garth Cooper won 681 votes, 11.03 per 
cent of the poll in a four cornered contest. 
(In the election for Merry Hill ward in May 
the NF candidate won only 4.5 per cent of 
the poll). Mr Cooper was only 56 votes short 
of the Liberal candidate and 87 votes short 
of the Labour candidate. 

Compared with votes of between 12 
and 21 per cent in the Sandwell elections 
last May, the NF’s vote in the election for 
SANDWELL BOROUGH COUNCIL, Victoria 
Ward (West Midlands) seemed disappointing. 
But despite having to contend with a Local 
Tenants candidate, and the fact that many 
NF activists in the region were closely invol- 
ved with the campaign in the Walsall North 
parliamentary by-election, Mr Keith Jowsey 
did well to poll 200 votes — 11.5 per cent of 
the vote — which compares with the Merry 
Hill/Penn Ward result in nearby Wolverhamp- 
ton. The Communist Party candidate in 
Victoria Ward discovered that he had 13 
supporters. 

In a_ by-election for CRAWLEY 
BOROUGH COUNCIL, Northgate Ward 
(Sussex) Mr Norman Tullett won 9.00 per 
cent of the poll in a four-cornered fight. 
This is the first time an NF candidate has 
contested the ward. Mr Tullett had to 
evacuate his wife and children from his 
home at the advice of Sussex Police at one 
stage of his campaign, and call in a group of 
NF members to defend his property from an 
attack by International Socialists after they 
had finished chasing Trade Union leaders in 
Brighton while posing as “Right to Work” 
marchers. 

Crawley is a semi-rural area with few 
coloured immigrants, so Mr Tullett’s 9 per 
cent is another encouraging sign of widening, 
countrywide appeal. 

Another straw in the wind for the NF 
as a party with a wide appeal beyond the 
ghetto areas was the vote achieved by Mr 
John Noyes in an election for a vacancy on 
IVER PARISH COUNCIL, Bucks, a well-to- 
do rural area with no immigrant problem. 
Mr Noyes won 114 votes — over 19 per cent 
of the poll — a good achievement for the 
very new local NF unit of South Bucks. 

All these results illustrate the fact of 
our widening appeal in elections for all sorts 
of different types of local government bodies, 
and the growing and not insignificant section 
of the population which supports the party, 
not merely as a repository of protest votes, 
but supports it positively. 


1976 NATIONAL FRONT 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING 


All NF members please take note that the 
NF A.G.M. will take place this month on 
Saturday 16 October 
at 
Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, 
London W.C.1. 

Only members whose subscriptions are 
paid up for 1976 may attend this most 
important meeting. Pay your subscription 

now. 
After the exciting progress made this 
year, this is an A.G.M. you cannot miss. 


READ 


National Front News 


A broadsheet published monthly in 
support of the National Front. Sub- 
scriptions only for 5 copies or more. 
12 issues of 5 copies, £4.08. 


Reduced rates for bulk supplies given 
on request. Send 11%p for sample copy 
now. 


ANNUAL 
NATIONAL FRONT 
REMEMBRANCE DAY 
MARCH 


Sunday, 14th November 
Assemble near Victoria Station at 2.45 p.m. 
Assemble at GROSVENOR GARDENS 
not Bressenden Place as in previous years. 


Railwaymen! 
JOIN THE NATIONAL FRONT 
RAILWAYMEN’S ASSOCIATION 


Enquiries c/o NFRA, 91 Connaught Road, 
Teddington, Middlesex. 


TROUBLE SHOOTING 
Contd. from page 17 


from the fact that its president is former 
Labour M.P., arch multi-racialist and pro- 
World Government campaigner Philip Noel- 
Baker. Its president, more interestingly, is 
violinist, internationalist and prominent 
Zionist Yehudi Menuhin. The boss of the 
whole rotten outfit, Richard Hauser, is 
Menuhin’s brother-in-law, so he’s obviously 
‘in’ with the people who count! 

I urgently ask Spearhead readers to 
keep a look out for further reports con- 
cerning this sinister organisation, so as to 
send them to me. 
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IAN ANDERSON & IAN KINGHAM 


PARLIAMENT 


FRONT 


AS THE National Front prepares to field 
318 candidates in the next General Election, 
and the party grows in support we look for- 
ward to the advent of the N.F. as a Parlia- 
mentary Party. 

With this goal in view it is important 
that our candidates and their supporters 
have some greater understanding of Parlia- 
mentary business than can be gleaned from 
the popular press. In the following months it 
is hoped that a series of articles will appear 
in Spearhead which will highlight some of 
the proceedings and ongoing campaigns 
which will be of interest to Nationalist M.P.s, 
while providing an insight into the workings 
of the House. 

To begin with, our first members can 
certainly look forward to a sustained Parlia- 
mentary campaign specifically aimed at the 
National Front. This campaign will take 
several forms; questions will be asked about 
nationalist literature and activities (these 
being phrased in derisory and jeering terms); 
ministerial and other speeches will be made 
to ridicule the N.F. The Conservatives’ 
Psychiatrist (who must have an enormous 
job) has already advised them that ridicule 
will be their strongest weapon to fight the 
growth of our Party. 

These events will serve to demonstrate 
the gap between the old parties and the 
British people, and our active opposition to 
Race Relations legislation and other measures 
will serve to emphasise this gulf. Our first 
MPs will have the eyes of the nation upon 
them, their activities will be avidly followed 
by a predominantly hostile press, and the 
whole Party will be judged by the action or 
inaction of those first few members. 

It is unlikely that our M.P.s will have 
much success in ‘‘catching the Speakers eye”’ 
to speak on major motions unless they are 
very specifically relevant to NF policy, and 
it would seem that our main forum will be 


during Question Time. This is a period set 
aside for ordinary back benchers to question 
the government on its actions and policies, 
and this will provide us with some oppor- 
tunity to criticise and publicise the short- 
comings of the present administration. With 
carefully phrased questions and an active 
extra-Parliamentary campaign it is quite 
possible for a relatively small number of MPs 
to cause a government to reconsider its 
position. It is of fundamental importance to 
government that it retain credibility, and it 
cannot afford this to be undermined. 

The most obvious method of influen- 
cing legislation is the Private Members Bill, 
but in practice this procedure will probably 
be of no use to us; it is true that some such 
bills have succeeded in the face of govern- 
ment disapproval, notably David Steel’s 
Abortion Act. But this had the tacit approval 
of very many back benchers on both sides 
of the House, and this is clearly not going to 
be so with us. In any case it is unlikely that a 
Bill introduced by an N.F. member would 
secure a reading from the all party committee 
on procedure. 


AMENDMENTS 


Given that this approach is doomed to 
failure, we are likely to have more success by 
putting amendments to other Bills; for 
example when financial cuts are discussed an 
amendment calling for the revue of overseas 
aid, with a view to substantial cuts may 
succeed, or if it didn’t would certainly 
demonstrate to the: Britishvelectorate once 
again the true colours of the Establishment 
Parties. 

It must be realised that at present the 
sheer volume of legislation. which must be 
dealt with forbids full discussion of every 
bill in the House of Commons, and much is 
dealt with by the Standing Committees. 


These, with the exception of the Scottish 
Standing Committee and the Welsh Standing 
Committee, are known simply by the letters 
of the alphabet. They consist of between 16 
and 50 members selected according to the 
relative strengths of the parties in the full 
house, and are intended to be representative 
of it. With recent Tory statements concerning 
the method and levels of representation, we 
may manage t@secure some representation 
on these comn¥ittees, which often deal with 
quite important Jégislation. 

Another important organ of Parlia- 
ment which may be of interest to us are the 
Select committees. These are so called 
because, at the time they are established, 
members are selected because of a special 
interest or particular knowledge of a subject. 
Their purpose is to investigate and report on 
a particular subject. It may be that NF 
members of Parliament could obtain a loud 
voice in, for example, the Select Committee 
for Race Relations. 

Apart from this type of Parliamentary 
process an MP will have access to other 
platforms. Some previously neutral organisa- 
tions and societies may well ask a National 
Front M.P. to speak to them; he or she will 
certainly be invited to give interviews on 
radio or television, to British and foreign 
journalists, to speak to well-known debating 
societies. It must be emphasised that since, 
at least at first, it is unlikely that we shall 
have much muscle in the House of Commons, 
any influence we have must be coupled 
with the pressure of public opinion, and this 
must continue to be sought much as we do 
at present, by every available means. 

Thus Parliament, much as we may 
dislike it’s present composition, will be of 
great importance to the National Front, 
both in what it can do to us, and in what it 
will do for us. The House of Commons is 
the principal focus of any opposition party, 
and we must keep in touch with develop- 
ments there. 


With a strong contingent of National! 


Front M.P.s in the not too distant future 


perhaps once again this Mother of Parliaments, 


will be forced again to represent the wishes 
and aspirations of the British’ People who 
elect it. 
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